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ALASKA EXPLORATORY SOIL SURVEY — SHEET NUMBER 5
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_jn some years. Because of severe fires, there is little
‘harvestable timber. Most areas are suitable for con-
struction, but the deep silty soils and the possible
resence of permafrost require detailed soil investiga-
‘tion and construction practices adapted to these
conditions.

Principal components:

" Typic Cryoborolls, loamy, nearly level to rolling, (80
“percent) are well drained upland soils formed in non-
- acid silty loess. Polygons 12 to 18 inches (30 to 45 cm)
‘high and 6 to 8 feet (180 to 240 cm) in diameter are
“common. Permafrost is discontinuous. Soils of this
kind with permafrost are properly classified as Per-
‘gelic Cryoborolls but have not been identified sepa-
rately in this area. The extent of soils underlain by
permafrost is not known.

The vegetation on recently burned areas is young
_aspen, ‘willows, grasses, and fireweed. Areas of older
purns have stunted white spruce and willows.

Typically, these soils have a thin layer of partly
decomposed organic matter over dark brown and very
dark grayish brown silt loam that extends to depths
of 20 inches (50 em) or more. The substratum is dark
grayish brown. See 104 in table 6.

Pergelic Cryagquolls, loamy, nearly level to rolling,
(10 percent) are poorly drained soils in broad depres-
sions and drainageways. They formed in silty alluvial
= material and are underlain by ice-rich permafrost at
" shallow depths. The vegetation is black spruce, shrubs,
" mosses, and sedges.

Typically, these soils have a thick mat of moss peat
over mottled dark grayish brown silt loam. Perma-
frost occurs at a depth of about 10 inches (25 cm) be-
low the mineral surface. See 101 in table 6.

Typic Cryochrepts, loamy, nearly level to rolling, (10
percent) are well drained soils principally on south-
facing slopes under a white spruce forest. The soils
are brown or dark brown to a depth of 12 to 20 inches
(30 to 50 cm) over a dark gray substratum. The tex-

ure is silt loam throughout. See 81b in table 6.

MB2—Pergelic Cryoborolls-Pergelic Cryaquolls, very
gravelly, hilly to steep association is in the followin,
major land resource areas: »

A
179 Bering Sea Islands 174,000
180 Brooks Range 696,000
181 Arctic Foothills 4,898,000
Total 5,768,000

This association is extensive on the hilly northern
and western slopes of the Brooks Range (fig. 39), and
on St. Lawrence and St. Matthew Islands in the Bering
Sea. High rounded ridﬁes and hilly plateaus sep-
arated by deep valleys dominate the landscape. Iso-
lated mountains, a few sharp peaks, steep foot slopes,
and some broad gently sloping valleys are also in-
cluded. Though most areas in the association range
from about 1,000 to 3,000 feet (300 to 900 m) above
sea level, a few included mountain slopes have eleva-
tions of more than 4,000 feet (1,200 m), and some
areas on the islands and the far western parts of the
Arctic Foothills slope to the sea coast. The vegetation
is tundra, and the entire association is within the zone
of continuous permafrost.

On hills and foot slopes in glaciated valleys near
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steep mountains of the Brooks Range, the dominant
soils formed in very gravelly drift. In nonglaciated
areas, the major soils formed in very gravelly collu-
vmclr? and residual material weathered from calcareous
rock. '

. None of the soils are potentially suitable for cultiva-
tion, and most have severe limitations for building and
construction. Primarily, they support habitat for
caribou and other species of wildlife that frequent the
arctic tundra. They are suitable for reindeer range.

Principal components:

Pergelic Cryoborolls, very gravelly, hilly to steep,
(35 percent) are well drained very gravelly loamy soils
on h1lly. moraines and south-facing colluvial slopes. The
vegetation is tundra dominated by grasses, mosses,
lichens, dryas, forbs, and dwarf shrubs. Typically, un-
der a thin peaty surface mat, the soils have a dark,
humus-rich, nonacid or calcareous gravelly silt loam
to sandy loam upper layer over dark gray very grav-
elly sand or sandy loam. Though the mean annual soil
temperature is below freezing, thick lenses of ice-rich
permafrost seldom form in the coarse material. See
107 in table 6. A

Pergelic Cryaquolls, very gravelly, hilly to steep, (20
percent) are poorly drained soils with permafrost on
foot slopes, north-facing slopes, and low hills. In sum-
mer they thaw to a depth of 10 to 24 inches (25 to 60
cm) and are usually wet. The vegetative cover is
mainly sedges, mosses, low shrubs, and other tundra
plants, but in places it is interrupted with barren frost
scars. Typically, under a peaty surface mat, the soils
have a black, nonacid mucky silt loam upper layer over
mottled dark gray very gravelly loamy material de-
rived from calcareous rocks. See 103 in table 6.

Pergelic Cryaquepts, very gravelly, hilly to steep, (15
percent) are poorly drained very gravelly and stony
soils in steep drainageways and on steep north-facing

slopes of high ridges. The vegetation, which is domi-

nated by sedges, mosses, and low tundra shrubs, is
commonly interrupted by unvegetated frost scars and
stone stripes. Typically, beneath a thin peaty surface
and in frost sears, the soils consist of mottled dark
gray very gravelly and stony silt loam or sandy loam.
Depth to permafrost ranges from about 10 to 30
inches (25 to 75 cm). See 76 in table 6.

Pergelic Cryaquolls, loamy, nearly level to rolling,
(10 percent) are poorly drained soils formed in non-
acid and calcareous loamy sediment in valley bottoms
and on long colluvial foot slopes. The vegetation is
mainly sedges, mosses, and low shrubs. Typically, the
soils have a peaty surface mat ranging from about 6 to
12 inches (15 to 30 cm) in thickness. Beneath the mat

the soils have a black mucky silt loam upper layer

over mottled dark gray, frost-churned silt loam. In
summer they thaw to a depth of 10 to 20 inches (25
to 50 ecm) below the surface mat and are usually wet.
The perennially frozen material generally contains
thick lenses of clear ice. See 101 in table 6.

Lithic Cryorthents, very gravelly, hilly to steep, (10
percent) are well drained to excessively drained soils
on high hills and ridgetops. The vegetative cover,
which is commonly interrupted by patches of bare
ground and stone stripes, is mainly grasses, lichens,
mosses, and dwarf tundra shrubs. Typically, the soils
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Figure 39.—Pergelic Cryoborolls are on hills under low shrubby vegetation. Pergelic Cryoquolls occupy valleys and foot slopes
under vegetation dominated by sedges and mosses. East of Canning River.

under the thin vegetative mat and in the bare patches
consist of dark grayish brown very gravelly and stony
silt loam or sandy loam a few inches to 20 inches (50
cm) thick over bedrock. The mean annual soil tem-
perature is below freezing. See 16 in table 6.

Other components (10 percent):

Rubble land consists of areas of loose stones and
gravel on the tops of high windswept ridges. There is
little or no vegetation other than patches of lichens.
See 146 in table 6.

Rough mountainous land includes rockslides and
areas of bare rock on mountainsides and isolated
peaks. There is little or no vegetation. See 145 in
table 6.

Pergelic Cryofibrists, nearly level, are very poorly
drained organic soils in shallow depressions. The vege-

tation is dominantly sedges and mosses. The perma-
frost table is usually less than 12 inches (30 cm) deep.

ee 28 in table 6. :
RM1—Rough mountainous land is in the following

major land resource areas:.

Acres
168 Southeastern Alaska 8,361,000
169 South Central Alaska Mountains 21,174,000
170 Cook Inlet-Susitna Lowland 44,000
171 Alaska Peninsula and Southwestern
Islands 6,730,000
173 Alaska Range 12,528,000
175 Kuskokwim Highlands 959,000
176 Interior Alaska Highlands 174,000
178 Western Alaska Coastal Plains and
Deltas 18,000
179 Bering Sea Islands 7,000
180 Brooks Range 17,731,000
181 Arctic Foothills ; 47,000
Total 767,718,000
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Rough mountainous land is made up of steep rocky
slopes, icefields, and glaciers (fig. 40). Some slopes in
the mountains support a sparse shrubby vegetation,
but most are barren. Thin soils occur in the vegetated
areas on lower slopes and in valleys, but almost all are
stony and shallow over bedrock or bouldery deposits.
In most cases, these soils can be classified into the
same subgroups as those of hilly areas adjacent to the
mountains. )

The major mountain ranges in Alaska are mapped
predominantly as Rough mountainous land. Rough
mountainous land also occurs on the highest parts of
generally hilly areas, on isolated peaks surrounded by
low rolling or level areas, and on steep, rocky islands.
About 16,550,000 acres, mostly in Southeastern
Alaska, the South Central Alaska Mountains, the

/
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Alaska Peninsula, and the Alaska Range, are covered
by permanent ice. Most of the major rivers in Alaska
carry a heavy load of sediment originating in outflows
from these icefields and glaciers.

Rough mountainous land is unsuitable for agricul-
ture or forestry. Roads are feasible only in major
valleys through the mountains. Steep slopes and prob-
lems of water supply and sewage disposal severely
limit the choice of building sites and commonly in-
crease the cost of construction. Mountainous areas
generally have great esthetic value and provide many
recreational opportunities. They are the favored habi-
tat of several species of birds and mammals. .

RM2—Rough mountainous land-Lithic C orthents,
very gravelly, hilly to steep association is in the follow-
ing major land resource areas:

Figure 40.—Icefield and glacier. Kenai Mountains.
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TABLE 6.—Suitability and limitation ratings of
e
Suitability ratings®
Map unit component and major land resource
area (MLRA)? Rangeland
Common crops
Cattle and sheep
ENTISOLS
Typic Cryaquents, clayey, nearly level ____. Poor: WET, FLD __.| Poor: WET,LPR ._._. Poor: LPR .._________
2. Typic Cryaquents, loamy, nearly level:
a. MLRA 168,169,170 ________._____..___. Poor: WET, FLD ___ Fairp E poor: WET, Poor: LPR _..________
b. MLRA 175,177,178 - ... Poor: WET, FLD .__| Poor: WET,LPR .___. Fair: LPR ___________
8. Typic Cryaquen A sandy, nearly level:
a. MLRA 168,169,170 . _____ ... Poor: WET, FLD ___ FaIx‘rPIt_:g poor: WET, Poor: LPR ...._______
. %prIéRA 172, t1575 178 i el e e Poor: WET, FLD ...| Poor: WET, LPR ..__| Fair: LPR _._________
. ic Cryaquents, very gravelly, nearly
5 Tyl;veltorolhn%s--------.--ii_-ﬁﬁ.l ...... Poor: WET, FLD ___| Poor: WET, LPR .._.| Poor:
. ic Cryaquents, v gravelly, y
6 And o steep ?Féﬁ;--_e_r.y._l. .......... o Poor: SLP, WET ...| Poor: FOR, WET _.__| Unsuited: LPR ._____
. aque; txc uents, loamy, nearly :
e, e A Poor: WET, FLD .| Fair: WET .._.._.._. Fair:
7. Tytl‘))xc Cnxgoﬂuvents, loamy, nearly level
a. MLRA 168, 169, 170, 174, 175, 176 ____. Good __________.-... Poor: FOR ._._._.._.__.. Poor:
b. MLRA 172 _ e Fair: SFP, FLD ._._| Poor: FOR, SFP ___.. Poor:
c. MLRA 178, 17‘7 178 o eeeeoes Poor: LTP ...._____ Unsuited: SFP ______. Fair:
d. MLRA 180,181 __ . oooo-. Unsuited: SFP ____. Unsuited: SFP ______. Fair:
8. Typic oﬁuvents very gravelly,
nearly level:
a. MLRA 168 __. ... ..o oL Fair: FLD ___...... Poor: FOR ._.________ Unsuited: LPR
b. MLRA 169,170,174 . _________.______. Fair: DRT,FLD ....| Poor: FOR __________. Poor: LP
e. MLRA 175 oot Fair: DRT, FLD _...| Poor: FOR, SFP _____ Poor:
9. Typlc Cryorthents, clayey, nearly level
rolling - ..o eoooa- Poor: SFP _._...... Poor: FOR, SFP ..._.. Fair
10. Typm ?ryorthents loamy, nearly level
a. MLRA 170,174, 175,176 ... ___._____ Good .__.____________ Poor: FOR __.__...... Poor
b. MLRA 169, 2 g Il Fair: SFP ERO ....| Poor: FOR,SFP __.__. Fair:
¢. MLRA 177 180 ...................... Poor: SFP ___...... Unsuited: SFP ..__.... Fair: LPR
11. Typie Cryorthents, loamy, hilly to steep ...| Poor: SLP ERO ...| Poor: FOR ___.._.___. Fair to poor: LPR ____
12, c Cryorthents, gravelly, nearly
Tyl?vel to rolling: very .
a. MLRA 168, 169, 170, 174, 175, 176 ___ .. Faér T}:{o poor: DRT, | Poor: FOR ........... Fair to poor: LPR ....
b. MLRA 172,178 ... o .. Poor: DRT, SFP ____| Poor: FOR ......__... Fair: LPR _____......
c. MLRA 178,181 _________ _ .. co__... Unsuited: LTP _.__. Poor: LPR, SFP ____. od .-
13. Typlhlc Cryorthents, very gravelly,
T Ungaited: SLP, Poor: FOR ......___ Unsuited: LPR ____...
b. MLRA 169,170 __..__........_._..... Pogitt; unsuited: Poor: FOR . _........ Poor: LPR ..........-
¢. MLRA 173,174,175,176 ___.......... Poor to unsuited: Poor to unsuited: Fair: LPR ... _....-
SLP, STN. FOR, SFP.
14. Andeptic Cryorthents, very gravelly,
nearly level to rollmg .................. Unsuited: STN __._.. Good . Fairs: LPR ....cccee--
15. AT;.I ryorthents, very gravelly,
ly tosteep . - ao.. Unsslqll'&ed: SFP, Unsuited: SFP, SGR ..[{ Good _.._______._._----
16. Lithic Cryorthents, very gravelly, ’
hilly to steep - oo U!igsgiﬁ'ed: SFP, Unsuited: SFP, SGR ..| Fair: SGR _.......---
17. Pergelic Cryorthents clayey, nearly
level to rolling ___________________._____ Unsuited: SFP ___.. Unsuited: SFP _.__... Good e
18. Pergelic Cryorthents, loamy, nearly
level torolling _______________________. Unsuited: SFP ._... Unsuited: SFP __..._. Good -oocoooooooa--
19. Pergelic Cryorthents, very gravelly,
nearly level to rolling __..._..._..___._. Unsuited: SFP _.... Unsuited: SFP ._..... Good ... .o oo---
20. Pergelic Cryorthents, very gravelly, i
hillytosteep ... _____.___ Unsuited: SFP __... Unsuited: SFP ._.__... Fair: SGR ... .-----
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Suitability ratings’—
Continued

Limitation ratings!

Commercial forestry Road location Low buildings Recreation Off-road trafficability
Unsuited: WET, LPR..| Severe: WET, FLD ___| Severe: WET, FLD _..| Severe: WET, FLD ._.| Severe: WET.
Poor: WET, LPR ____. Severe: WET, FLD ...| Severe: WET, FLD ...| Severe: WET, FLD _...| Severe: WET.
Unsuited: WET, LPR._| Severe: WET, FLD Severe: WET, FLD ...| Severe: WET, FLD ___| Severe: WET.
Poor: WET,LPR ___.. Severe: WET, FLD Severe: WET, FLD ... Severe: WET, FLD ---| Severe: WET.
Unsuited: WET, LPR__| Severe: WET, FLD ...| Severe: WET, FLD ___| Severe: WET, FLD ___| Severe: WET.
Poor: WET, LPR ._... Severe: WET, FLD .__| Severe: WET, FLD .._| Severe: WET, FLD ._.| Severe: WET.
Poor: WET, LPR __... Severe: SLP, WET ___| Severe: SLP, WET _.._ Severe: SLP, WET ...[ Severe: WET.
Unsuited: WET, LPR..| Severe: WET, FLD ___| Severe: WET, FLD _._| Severe: WET, FLD ...| Severe: WET.

Good . ooeoeeea- Moderate: FLD __.__.. Severe: FLD ____.___. Moderate: FLD ....... Slight.

Good to fair: SGR ....| Moderate: FLD __..... Severe: FLD ________. Moderate: FLD __._... Slight.
Unsuited: LPR, SGR..| Moderate: FLD ___..._ Severe: FLD ......._. Moderate: FLD ....__:| Slight.
Unsuited: LTP ______. Moderate: FLD ..__...| Severe » FLD ... Moderate: FLD .______ Slight.

Moderate: FLD ._.__.. Severe: FLD ..._._... Moderate: FLD _._.... Slight.

Moderate: FLD ____... Severe: FLD ......... Moderate: FLD ....._. Slight. -

Moderate: FLD ....... vere: FLD _______.. Moderate: FLD __..... Slight.

Severe: ‘SLP, ERO ____| Severe: SLP _._._._.. Severe: SLP __..__._. Severe:. SLP,DSL.

Moderate: FST ...._.. Moderate: FST ... ght - oooe Slight.

Moderate: FST _._.___ Moderate: FST ....... Slight - c..o_.______ Slight.

Moderate: FST ___.._. Moderate: FST ._..... Slight . _._........_.._. Slight. .

vere: SLP, ERO ---| Severe: SLP ..__...... vere: SLP _______._. Severe: SLP.

Good to fair: SGR __..| Slight .. _...... Slight oo Slight - oo Slight. k
Good to fair: SGR .._.| Slight ................. Slight -...oocooooooo. Slight —occoeoomeoonnn- Slight. -
Unsuited ....cccaoooae Slight = .. o . ooo-- Slight ... _.____.... Slight - ... Slight.
Good to fair: SLP _._..| Severe: SLP ______... Severe: SLP _._...... Severe: SLP ......... Severe: SLP.
Good to fair: SLP ....| Severe: SLP _______.. Severe: SLP ..._..._.. Severe: SLP ......_.. Severe: SLP.
Gog& Rt'o fair: SLP, Severe: SLP _.__..... Severe: SLP ..__._._. Severe: SLP .....__.. Severe: SLP.
Unsuited: LTP ....... Slight . . eeao.. Slight - ccccccaaaas Moderate: STN _..._.. Slight.
Unsuited: LTP ._.__.. Severe: SLP __....... Severe: SLP ......... Severe: SLP ......... «M%dﬁf’atetosevere:
Unsuited: LTP __..... Severe: SLP, BDR ....| Severe: SLP, BDR ...| Severe: SLP ......... Mosdle‘f’ateto severe:
Unsuited: LTP ....... Severe: PFT ......... Severe: PFT, SLP __..| Severe: PFT, SLP ....| Severe: DSL.
Unsuited: LTP _______ Severe: PFT, FST ._..| Severe: PFT, FST ._..| Moderate: PFT _.___.. Severe: DSL, ERO.
Unsuited: LTP _.____. Moderate: PFT ______. Moderate: PFT _.__... Slight ... ......_. Slight.
Unsuited -....o.oocoooo Severe: SLP __._._... Severe: SLP ......... Severe: SLP ...__.___ Mosdf;ate to severe:
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TABLE 6.—Suitability and limitation ratings

Suitability ratings?

Map unit component and maJor land resource By
. area (MLRA)? - Rangeland
Common crops —_—
Cattle and sheep Reindeer
21. ic Cryopsamments sandy, nearly .
evel torolling ___ . . ______..._.__ Poor: DRT, BLO ...| Poor: FOR, DRT ..__. Fair to poor: LPR
22, Typlc Cryopsamments sandy, hilly to ‘
................................. UnssLmiDted: DRT, Poor: FOR, DRT _____| Fair to poor: LPR :
23. Pergehc C amments, sandy, nearly S
lovel to Tolling - oo Y Unsuited: SFP _.__. Unsuited: LPR, SFP ..| Good -........_____.
24, Pergehc Cryopsamments sandy, hilly to ‘
................................. Unsuited: SFP _____| Unsuited: LPR, SFP .| Good ...._.___._____-
HISTOSOLS ) )
25. Sphagnic Borofibrists, nearly level to . : , o : -
rolling ..o eeicean Unsuited: - WET, Unsuited: WET, LPR__| Poor: LPR .._______
26. Terric Boroﬁbrists, nearly level e Unsuited: WET, Poor: VWET LPR ._._. Poor: LPR _._..__.__
27. Fluvaquentic nyoﬁhrists; nearly level ___.| Unsuited: WET, Poor: WET, LPR ____. Poor: LPR _........
28. Pergelic Cryofibrists, nearly level ... Uns’i‘nPM WET, Unsuited: WET, LPR-- Fair: LPR _________.
29. Terric Cryofibrists, nearly level ___.______. Unsuited: WET, Poor: WET,LPR _.__. Poor: LPR ..........
30. Typic Sphagnofibrists, nearly level to . :
rolling. ... Unsuited: WET, - Unsuiﬁg({: WET, LPR..| Poor: LPR ..........
8L Terric Sphagnofibrists, nearly level _____. Unsuited: WET, | Unsuited: WET, LPR._| Poor: LPR _.........
32. Typic Cryofolists, hilly to steep .._.__._.. Unsuited: SLP, Unsuited: FOR ....... Unsuited: LPR ___.__
83. Lithic Cryofolists, hilly to steep -...._.... Unsuited: SLP, . | Unsuited:. FOR ....... Unéuited: LPR ......
34. Typic Borohemists, nearly level .._.____.__ Unsuited: WET, | Poor: WET, LPR __._. Fair: LPR ..._.__...
35. Fluvaquentic Borohemists, nearly level ____ ‘Unsuited: WET, Poor: WET,LPR ._._.| Fair: LPR ..._..._..
36. Terric Borohemists, nearly level ....___... Poor: WET, HUM ..| Poor: WET,LPR _.._. Poor: LPR ________..
37. Typic Cryohemists, nearly level to steep ---| Unsuited: WET, Poor: WET,LPR ____. Poor: LPR ..._._.._.
38. Lithic Cryohemxsts hilly to steep ... Unsuited: WET, Poor: WET,LPR ._... ?ooi-: LPR ...___....
39. Pergelic Cryohemists, nearly level __._..._. Unsgxpted WET, Unsuited: WET, LPR..| Fair: LPR ____.oo---
40. Terric Cryohemists, nearly level to éteep --| Unsuited: WET, Poor: WET. LPR ._.__ Poor: LPR _____.__._.
41. Terric Borosaprists, nearly level __._..__.. Poor: WET, HUM ._| Fair: WET, FOR _____ Poor: LPR .__._._....
42. Lithic Cryosaprists, hilly to steep ......... UnBsBlﬁ.ed HUM, Unsuited: LPR _.._.__ Unsuited: LPR ____.-
43. Terric Cryosaprists, nearly level to steep _.| Poor: WET, HUM __| Unsuited: LPR ._.._._ Unsuited VLPR .......
D‘ICEPT%?I? LSOryand ts, 1 ly level
ic epts, loamy, nearly levi
T b pPba et Fair to poor: LTP __| Good to fair: LPR __..| Good to fair: LTP ...
45, Typlc Cryandepts, loamdy hilly to steep ....| Poor: LTP, SLP-__..| Good to fair: LPR _...| Good to fair: LTP ...-
46. Typic Cryandepts, sandy, nearly lew
torolling ... Poor: LTP ..._....__. Fair: LPR SFP ...... Good ... eeeee--
47. Typic Ctyandepts, sandy, hilly to steep ... Unsltji,ted: LTP, Fair: R, SFP ______ Good ..o oe-
48. Tylplc l(.‘,::'y:mdepts very gravelly, nearly )
evel to
a. MLRA 171, 178 ...................... Poor: LTP _.._____.. Good to fair: LPR _...{ Good .. ... _.____..--
b. MLRA 175 ____ [lIIlII1l1TIIIIIIITTT Poor: LTP ...._..... Poor: SFP,LPR ...... Good _._.oeoieaee-
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Suxtab&tzﬁ;?il&lgs Limitation ratings?

Commercial forestry Road location Low buildings Recreation Off-road trafficability
Poor: SGR, DRT ..... Moderate: BLO __..... Slight o oo Slight - ... Moderate: LSE.
Poor: SGR, DRT _.._. Severe: SLP, BLO ....| Severe: SLP .__.___... Severe: SLP ...._--.. Severe: SLP,LSE.
Unsuited: LTP ....... Moderate: BLO ... Moderate: PFT ______ Moderate: PFT _____.. Moderate: LSE.
Unsuited: LTP .._.... Severe: SLP ___..o... Severe: SLP _......_. Severe: SLP ...___... Severe: SLP,LSE.
Unsuited: WET, Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET,

HUM. HUM. HUM. HUM. HUM. :
Unsuited: WET, Severe: WET, HUM ..| Severe: WET, HUM .. V%severe: WET, Very severe: WET,

HUM. v M. HUM.

Unsuited: WET, Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET,

HUM HUM. UM. HUM. HUM.

Unsuited: WET, Very severe: PFT, Very severe: PFT, Very severe: PFT. . Very severe: PFT,

LTP. HUM. M. . HUM. : HUM. ’
Unsuited: WET, Severe: WET, HUM __| Severe: WET, HUM _.| Very severe: WET, Very severe: . WET,

H : HUM. HUM.

Unsuited: WET, Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET, Veg severe: WET, Very severe: WET,

HUM. HUM. HUM. UM. HUM.

Unsuited: WET, Severe: WET, HUM __| Severe: WET, HUM .. Veﬁy severe: WET, Very severe: WET,
Fair: SGR ..._...o.- Moderste: STN, Moderate: 'STN, Moderate: STN __.... Severe: SLP.
Fair: SGR, SLP ____.. Severe:. SLP, BDR ... Veg) Piévere: SLP, Very severe: SLP, Very severe: SLP.
Unsuited: WET, Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET,

HUM. HUM. HUM. HUM. HUM. s

| Unsuited: WET, Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET,

HUM. HUM. HUM. HUM. HUM.

Ulhs%iﬁd: WET, Severe: WET, HUM __| Severe: WET, HUM __ Vefi[’ﬁ g;svere: WET, Velxiy severe: = WET,
Unsuitea WET, Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET,

SGR. HUM. : HUM. HUM. HUM.
Unsuited: WET, Very severe: SLP, Very severe: SLP, Very severe: SLP, Very severe: - SLP.

LTP. BDR. BDR. BDR. ' ‘

Unsuited: WET, Very severe: PFT, | Very severe: PFT, Very severe: PFT, Very severe: - PFT,

LTP. 1 HUM. , HUM. : HUM. HUM.
Unsuited: WET, Severe: WET, HUM ..| Severe: WET, HUM ..| Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET,

HUM HUM. HUM.

Unsuited: WET _..__. Severe: WET, HUM __| Severe: WET, HUM _.| Very severe: WET, Veéyﬁ sivere: WET,
Unsuited: Very severe: SLP, Very severe: SLP, Very severe: SLP, Very severe: SLP.

SGR. BDR. BDR. - BDR. ‘

Fair: WET, SGR ..... Severe: WET, HUM ._| Severe: WET, HUM ..| Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET,

. . HUM. HUM.

Unsuited: LTP ....__. Moderate: LSC ____._. Moderate: LSC ______. Slight ..o .. Moderate: DSL.
Unsuited: LTP __._... ‘Severe: SLP, LSC _...| Severe: SLP, LSC __..| Severe: SLP ......... Severe: SLP, DSL.
Unsuited: LTP _._.___. Slight . _____.________ Slight - ceoeeaooos Slight oo ocomoooloooo. Slight.

Unsuited: LTPR _______ Severe: SLP .._.._.._. ere: SLP . ._.___. Severe: SLP ______... Severe: SLP,LSE.
Unsuited: LTP ._____. Slight ... __________ Slight .. . .____.___ Shght ... Slight.

Unsuited: LTP ___..._ Slight - . ... Shight .. ... Slight . ... Slight.
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TABLE 6.—Suitability and limitation ratings

Map unit component and maJor land resource
LRA)?

Suitability ratings?

area (M - Rangeland
Common crops
Cattle and sheep Reindeer
49, Tyt::)u;tggyandepts, very gravelly, hilly
8. MLRA 170, 170 oo Unss%gew LTP, Good to fair: LPR _...| Good ... ..._.__..
b. MLRA 173,175, 178,179 _____. eenes Unsuls T}i‘:ed LTP, Poor: SFP,LPR ..__.. Good ___ooo____
50. Dystrit c Cryandepts, loamy, nearly level B ,
0 rollin,
a. MLRA 170 b I 3 I Poor: LTP .___.._.. Good to fair: LPR ____| Good ____.________.__
51 l]:) MLRAC ].7d ..... i 1 T et Fair: LTP ......... Poor: LPR, SFP ..._.. Good ... ..oo.___
. ystnc ryan €] oamy,
: a. _I:t.s: ..... }.' ----Y ....... ?_-- Poor: SLP, LTP ____| Fair: LPR, SFP ..__.. Fair: LPR .._...___
b. MLRA 171 .......................... Poor: SLP, LTP ____| Good to fair: LPR ....| Good -.............
52 l%ystrfaLRIﬁt}gsdffixH"t}:T"-"ﬁﬁ ...... Poor: SLP, LTP ....| Poor: SFP, LPR ....z| Good ______________
, c c e oamy, hilly . . ;
l Unsuited: BDR, Poor: LPR .. .o..oo-.| Good -oeooeemoen ..
53 LTP. - }
) Unsuited: BDR, Poor: LPR ....._..... Good _._.o......._.
54‘ STN. i :
) Unsuited: BDR, Poor: LPR ........... Good ...
STN. - :
55. .
Fair to poor: WET _.| Poor: FOR, WET ._._| Poor: LPR __.__.__.
Unsuited: WET, Good to fair: LPR ....| Fair: LPR ____.._.
56. ic Gryaque ts, v velly, nearl o )
51 Tylle):vel to rollin 3 -.e.l:y..g?.a_.él;:-m-;y ..... Poor: WET, STN .._| Poor: FOR, WET ..... Poor: LPR ..._.__._.:
. Typ:c Cryagquepts, vi velly, ;
; ---l.)fs.-f?.gja.--z----;y ...... UnssI\‘ni,ted: WET, Unsuited: FOR _...... Unsuited: LPR __.__..
58. Aenc Cryaque; loamy, nearl level ’
qu-{)ijs_, ............ Y ........... Good: PIT __..._... Poor: FOR, SFP ____. Fair to poor: LPR ..
59. Aeric Cryaquepts, ve velly, near]
level to rolhgg ---?.?,--Y-----.}Y---- Good oL Poor: FOR, SFP ..... Fair to poor: LPR _.
60. Aeric Humic Cryaqnepts, loamy, nearly
level torolling ... _______ ... __.._.. Fair: WET. .....__. Good ... Poor: LPR ... .c....-
61. Andxc Cryaquepts, loamy, nearly level i :
62 stt: Crya(ftf‘p't.s"l;"""".l"f"e_l ..... Poor: WET, LTP ___| Good to fair: LPR ....| Fair: LPR ____.___..
. c epts, loamy, nearly lev:
torolling ______ . _____________ Poor: WET -_.____... Poor: LPR, WET ____. Poor: LPR ._____....
63. Histxc Cryaquepts, very gravelly, nearly :
level to rolling ... __________________ UnsmST;ed' . WET, Poor: LPR, WET _....[ Poor: LPR ..........
Histic Pergehc C: epts, clayey, nearly :
level to rollin gr?.a?.u. ................... Unsuitlgd: LTP, Unsuited: LPR, SFP ._{ Good ...............-
Histic Pergelic Cryaquepts, loamy, nearly ’
level to rolling: :
a. MLRA 169, 170 172, 178, 174, 175, 176..| Poor: WET, LTP ... Pof,ll" 1%0 Sulgfs'm GOood -eeeiiieianae
b. MLRA 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 182 ._... U!%uEi?red: LTP, Unsmted LPR,SFP .| Good . cocrenan-
66. Hlstxc Pergelic Cryaquepts, loamy, hilly ’
t0 SLEED ~- oo o ooeoooooooeoos iaanins Unsuited:  SLP, Unsuited: LPR, SFP ..| Good -oocoooeeoeeoen-
67. Histic Pergelic Cryaquepts, sandy, nearly :
level to TOINNG — - oo Unfrlt};ted: WET, Poor: LPR, SFP .._.... Good -—ooiincea-
68. Histic Pergelic Cryaquepts, ve velly, )
nearly level to rolling ---_-.ry f_r? ....... Unsms'rged: WET, Unsuited: LPR, SFP ..| Good - oo ccccceana-
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' map unit components for selected uses—Continued

Suitabg‘i);y ﬁﬁfé’gs e Limitation ratings*

Commercial forestry Road location Low buildings Recreation Off-road trafficability
Unsuited: LTP ._..._.. Severe: SLP ___.____. Severe: SLP __.______. Severe: SLP _._____._. Severe: SLP.
Unsuited: LTP __.._.. Severe: SLP ____.____. Severe: SLP _.__.__.. Severe: SLP ________. Severe: SLP.
Unsuited: LTP ... Moderate: LSC _.____. Moderate: LSC ... Slight ..o Moderate: DSL.
Unsuited: LTP ....... Moderate: LSC ....... Moderate: LSC _______ Slight ..o oo ... Moderate: DSL.
Unsuited: LTP __.__.. Severe: SLP, LSC ....| Severe: - SLP, LSC _...| Severe: SLP _._.._... Severe: SLP,DSL.
Unsuited: LTP ....... Severe: SLP, LSC _.._{ Severe: SLP, LSC ._.._| Severe: SLP .. . .. ... Severe: SLP, DSL.
Unsuited: LTP __..... Severe: SLP, LSC _...| Severe: SLP, LSC _...| Severe: SLP ... ... Severe: SLP,DSL.
Unsuited: LTP ____.__ Very severe: SLP, Vi severe: SLP, v : SLP, . :

nsui A eﬁ') " eg) Rs.mvere . Very severe: SLP.
Unsuited: LTP ______. Very severe: SLP Very severe: SLP, v : SLP, ;' .

nsui EDE. » g)R s elzﬁ') Rlievgare Very severe SPP
Unsuited: LTP ____... Very severe: SLP.

Poor: :
Unsuited: LTP
SGR, WET ....

Poor:

Unsuited:

Unsuited:
Unsuited:

Unsuited:

Unsuited:

Unsuited:

Very severe: SLP,
BDR.

Severe:
Severe:

Severe:
Severe: WET, SLP ...

WET, FST ...
WET, FST ...

Vell;%Ts.evere :

Very severe:
PFT.

WET,

WET,

Very severe: WET,
PFT.

Very severe: WET,
PFT.
Severe: WET, PFT ...

Severe: WET, PFT __.

Very severe: SLP,
BDR. )

Severe:
Severe:

Severe:

Severe:

Moderate to severe:
PIT, FST.

Very severe: WET,
PFT.

Very severe: WET,
PFT.

Very severe: WET,
PFT.
Severe: WET, PFT __.

Severe: WET, PFT __.

Very severe: SLP,
BDR. -

Severe: WET ..____..
Severe: WET ._._.....
Severe: WET .__.__...

........

Severe: WET _.._....
Severe: WET ___._...
Severe: WET __...__.

WET.
WET.

Severe:
Severe:

WET.
WET, SLP.

Severe:

Severe:
Moderate: .DSL.

Moderate: DSL. -
WET, DSL.
WET.
WET.

Severe:
Severe:
Severe:

Severe:

Severe: WET.

WET.
WET.

Severe:

Severe:
Very severe: WET,
SLE.

Severe: WET.

Severe: WET.

e ——
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TABLE 6.—Suitability and limitation ratings of

Map unit component and majt:r land resource

Suitability ratings*®

SLP, DRT ....

l area (MLRA) Rangeland
Common crops
l Cattle and sheep Reindeer
- 69. Histic P lic Cryaque, ve! velly,
e T T e s Usgiited: WET, | Unsulted: LPR, SFP | Good —-oooooomeeoee
70. H epts, loamy, nearl level : :
' ut?:o((:rya?\-xf ....... Y.--_gn. {iﬁl-l ...... Poor: WET __....-. Poor: FOR, WET ..... Poor: LPR ___________
. Li ts, Vv :
71 Lithie rya_q_“_e.p_-ife.r{f“j--_.’f’.-_-’f ..... Usgued: WET, | Unsulted: LPR, SFP | Good --ovomooooneco
' 72 Pell;gehc Cryﬁuepts, loamy, nearly . L
V .
a. MLRA 174, 175 176 - ccececcemmmmee Fair to poor:  WET ._| Poor: LPR,SFP __.... (1.7 I
: MLRA 172 173, 177, 178, 179, 180 : . . .
l 181,182 _ o ceeeeeccomcemmeneeees Unvs,uéh;d: LTP, ' Unsuited: LPR, SFP _.| Good _...---ococoooeen
78. Pergelic Cryaquepts, loamy, hﬂly to steep-- Unvsvuégre}l: SLP, ' Unsuited: LPR, SFP ..{ Good .. .o co_o__.
74. P lic Crya €] sandy, nearly level : _ ‘ ‘
l_ o -f’u.-.p.tf’.----?_-----.y ......... Unsuited: LTP, | Unsuited: LPR,SFP | Good .ooooeeeoeeeeone-
75. Pergelic Cryaquepts, very gravelly, nearly oo ‘ : ,
Tovel 0 TOILOE o rnomsmo e mme s mmmmmeee Unsuited: LTP, Unsuited: LPR, SFP _.| Good o-coccccoomonans
76. Pergelic Cryaquepts, very gravelly, ‘hilly i '
l T BteeD 1o e e SR Unsuited: LTP, Unsuited: LPR, SFP ..| Good __-ccoocooceomand]
77. Pergelic Ruptic-Histic Cryaquepts, clayey, EN , -
_ toarly level £0 TOLNE -..----~—---------| Unsuited: LTP, Unsuited: LPR, SFP __| Good ..oocoocooonan-
78, Pergelic Ruptic-Histic Cryaquepts, loamy, :
. nearly level to rolling - .-coceccmcmcaan Unﬁs;il}red:’ LTP, Unsuited: LPR, SFP ..] Good .. -oocoociancame
79. Pergelic Ruptic-Histic Cryaquepts, very S e s .
l gravelly, nearly level to rolling -..----- Unsuited: LTP, Unsuited: LPR, SFP .| Good . ccceeeccccaaaa]
80. Pergelic tic-Histic Cryaquepts, very ' -
grgave Ily, Exﬂy tosteep «-ccevmcnmocacaan Unvsvuégred: LTP, Unsuited: LPR, SFP .| Good -ccccrccccacnnaa-
81. Tyg)lc Chrrs:ochrepts, loamy, nearly level :
l a. MLRA 169,172,178 - Fair: SFP ... Poor: FOR _...__._... Fair to poor: LPR ...
b. MLRA 174 175 176 oo e Good .. .cocococcen- Poor: FOR _..___..... Fair to poor: LPR
82. Typic Cryochrepts, loamy, hilly to steep --.] Poor: SLP,ERO _._.] Poor: FOR _.____..... Fair to poor:
83. Typxc Cryochrepts, sandy, nearly level .
Toling - .o o ccemmemroceeemeeman _Fair: DRT, BLO ..... Poor:- FOR _.___.___.. Fair to poor:
84. Typlc Cryochrepts, sandy, hilly to steep ...| Poor: SLP BLO ——--| Poor: FOR -.__...__... Fair to poor:
85. Tylpic l(.‘,troyo¢:1.111repts very gravelly, nearly B )
eve ;
a. MLRA 169, 172, 178 oo Fall)li! !;ro poor: SFP, Poor: FOR _.___..o... Fair to poor: LPR ....
' 6. %yp MLCI}'.: 1& ge ......... TR Fair: DRT ___...... Poor: FOR .....____.. Fair to poor: LPR ..
ic 0C p,verygravey, y
.............................. Poor: SLP, DRT ._..| Poor: FOR .......__...| Fair to poor: LPR ..--
87. Alﬁc Cryochrepts, loamy, nearly level ;
. rolling - oo e mmmeeeeeee Good ..o Poor: FOR .. ._._.... Fair to poor: LPR ----
88. Alﬁc Cryochrepts, loamy, hilly to steep ---.| Poor: SLP,ERO ....| Poor: FOR .._....__.. Fair to poor: LPR .---
89. Alﬁc Cryochrepts, very gravelly, hilly
t0 Steep o ccocccecmememmeecccaceaean Poor: SLP, DRT ....| Poor: FOR ........... Fair to poor: LPR .--
90. Andlc Cryochrepts very gravelly, hilly
.............................. Poor: SLP, DRT ....| Poor: FOR __.._......| Fair to poor: LPR .--
: 91. Dystnc Cryochrepts, very gravelly, hilly .
Poor: Poor: FOR ..___._.... Fair to poor: LPR ---




ALASKA 183
map unit components for selected uses—Continued
Sultabgégyhﬁgggs — Limitation ratings®
Commercial forestry Road location Low buildings Recreation Off-road trafficability
Unsuited: LTP __..__. Severe: WET, SLP ...| Severe: WET, SLP ...| Severe: WET, SLP .._| Severe: WET, SLP.
Poor: SGR, WET ..__| Severe: WET, FST ___| Severe: WET ________ Severe: WET ___.____. Severe: WET.
Unsuited: LTP .____.. Severe: SLP, BDR ...| Severe: SLP, BDR ...| Severe: SLP, BDR ...| Severe: SLP.
Poor: LTP .______..__. Severe: WET, PFT ___| Severe: WET, PF“T —--| Severe: WET __.____. Severe: WET.
Unsuited: LTP _.____. Severe: WET, PFT ...| Severe: WET, PFT ___| Severe: WET _._..___. Severe: WET.
Unsuited: LTP _..___. Very severe: WET, - Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET, Very severe:  WET,
SLP. : SLP. SLP. , SLP.
Unsuited: LTP __._.._. Severe: WET, PFT _..| Severe: WET, PFT .__| Severe: WET ........ Severe: WET.
Unsuited: LTP _._.... Severe: WET, PFT _._| Severe: WET, PFT __.| Severe: WET .______. Severe: WET.
Unsuited: LTP ..____. Severe: SLP, WET b--- Severe: SLP, WET _..| Severe: SLP, WET ...| Severe: SLP, WET.
Unsuited: LTP _____.. Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET, | Severe: WET _...._.__| Verysevere: WET.
Unsuited: LTP __..._. Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET, Severe: WET ..______ ‘Very severe:. WET.
, PFT. ; PFT. - Sl : - .
Unsuited: LTP ._._._. Severe: WET, PFT ...| Severe: WET, PFT _..| Severe: “WET .._.. --.| Bevere: WET.
Unsuited: LTP _...... Severe: SLP, WET __.| Severe: SLP, WET ...| Severe: SLP, WET ...| Severe: SLP, WET.
Fair: SGR -..........| Moderate: FST, LSC _.| Moderate: FST, LSC ..| Slight _..______.__._..| Slight.
Good .o eeaeo- Moderate: FST, LSC .| Moderate: FST, LSC __| Slight --..............| Skght. :
............. =---| Severe: SLP _........| Severe: SLP ....._... Severe:l SLP .........| Severe: SLP.
Fair: SGR ._.....__.:| Slight —..._.- eemoo..| Slight L. Slight . ._._._.___.| Slight.
Fair: SGR, SLP ..... Severe: SLP ......... | Severe: SLP Semerolon Severe: ' SLP ._._. ----| Severe: SLP.
Fair: SGR ooooeono. Slighf, ..... e .| Stght ... Slight - oooooooe ---.| stight.
Good ....---ooooo--.o.| Slight ..o Slight .o ooooooo. Slight ... -| Slight.
FaérL topoor: SGR, | Severe: SLP ........ Severe: SLP ___._. ---| Severe: SLP ___.__.__| Severe: SLP.
Good - eccenan Moderate: FST ....... Moderate: LSC FST .| Slight ... Slight.
Good to fair: SLP ____| Severe: SLP _____.... Severe: SLP _.._...... Severe: SLP ____._... M%dlc‘e;ate to severe:
Fair: SGR, SLP ...... Severe: SLP .__..._.. Severe: SLP __.._..... Severe: SLP _..__._... Severe: SLP.
Fair: SGR, SLP ._.__. Severe: SLP ...._.___ Severe: §LP aienimens Severe: SLP ._.......| Severe: SLP.
Fair: SGR, SLP ...... Severe: SLP _..._.___ Severe: SLP _.__._... Severe: SLP _._...... Severe: SLP.
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TABLE 6.—Suitability and limitation ratings of

Suitability ratings?®

Map unit component and major land resource L :;? .
P p:.rea (MLRA)* - Rangeland ‘ =

Cattle and sheep Reindeer

92, Iath::te(iryochrepts very gravelly, hilly
a. MLRA 169, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177. .| Unsuited: BDR, Poor: LPR ____ ... .___
b. MLRA 180, 181 .. . oo i ‘Unsuited: BDR, Unsuited: LPR, SFP _.

98. ochrepts, gravelly, hill
8 Petmhc cr’.'.ﬁ--_I.’---Y??---.é;.’fih.lf--- Unsuited: SFP .....| Unsuited: LPR, SFP .| Good
94. T Cryum , velly, : X

yt%lc yoTepts, very Grave s, Y | Boor: sLP, STN .| Poor: LR, SFP ... Good to fair:

95. Crymnbrepts 1 A ly level o
o e amlirepts, | c:a.z.n. y..??.y.i ....... Fair; SFP _._.__._. Poor: LPR, SFP ..... Good_to fair:

96. Entt;c Cryumbrepts, very gravel]y, hilly
97. thhlc Cryumbrepts, very gravelly, hilly

98. L:th:c Ru tlc-Enhc Cryumbrepts, v B .
: gravellslr: hilly to steep --f?----.eff ..... Unsuited: SLP, Unsuited: LPR, SFP ..| Good to fair:

99. Pergelic ryumbre , Vi velly, N
nearly level to ro .e.?' "gia ........... Unsuited: SFP ___.. Unsuited: LPR, SFP ..| Good

100. Cryumbre v velly, : .
g e o pts-"ymy ..... _| Unsuited: sFP _____ Unsuited: LPR, SFP .| Good

MCI%‘]?I sI(’)ergeLs lic C lis, 1 1 1 1 ' ’
c olls, loam » nearly leve o
0 rolling oo oL e .| Unsnited: LTP, | Unsuited: LPR; SFP .| Good

102. Pergelic Cryaquolls, v graveny, nearly _
level to rollin qu ..... ?’: .................  Unsuited: LTP, . | Unsuited: LPR, SFP ._| Good

108. Pegehc Cryaquolls, very gravelly, hilly

.............................. Unsuited: LTP, Unsuited: LPR, SFP ._| Good
104. Typm Cryoborolls, loamy, nearly level
rolling __ ... oo eoo.. Fair: SFP ________. Poor: SFP, FOR ..... Fair:
105. L:thic Ruptxc-Entm Cryoborolls, very . : ;
gravelly, hilly to steep ___.___._.".._ ---| Unsuited: SFP _..._[ Unsuited: LPR, SFP _.| Good to fair: SGR ....
106. Pergehc Cryoborolls, very gravelly, - ' L seor ' : :
nearly level to rolling_..___._.____.._| Unsuited: SFP ____.| Unsuited: LPR, SFP ..| Good
107. Pergehc Cryoborolls very gravelly, : N
......................... Unsuited: SFP .._._| Unsuited: LPR, SFP ._| Good
ST o8 ome G ods, sandy, nearly level Poor: WET ' Poor: LPR, SFP P
ic Cryaqu sandy, n evel __.___ oor: WKL ________ oor: LPR, SFP __.___ oor:
109. E&x Cryaquods, very gravelly, hilly ! .
tosteep - __. UnBsgllffd: SLP, Unsuited: LPR, SFP ..| Unsuited:
110. Pergelic Sxdenc Cryaqnods, loamy, nea.rly R
level torolling ... . ______________. Poor: WET, LTP ___| Unsuited: LPR, SFP __| Fair: LPR
111. Siderie Cryaquo%s, loamy, nearly level . :
torolling ___ .. __.._.. Fair: WET ._______. Poor: FOR _._._...... Poor:
112, Sxdenc Crya.quods sandy, nearly level
tovolling . _________  _____l_ _______ ... Poor: WET _._____. Poor: FOR ... ........ Poor:
113. Sideric Cryaﬁlu:ds , very gravelly, nearly
level to rolling _____.______ ___________ Poor: WET, STN .__| Poor: FOR .__ ... __._. Poor:
114. Cryie Fragmquods very gravelly, :
nearly level to steep .. ______________... Poor: WET, SLP .._| Unsuited: FOR _._..___ Unsuited:
115. Placxc lS'I;rla.<;11<><is, loamy, nearly level P WET . g
............................. oor: weevce---) Unsuited: R -._.-..| Unsuited:
116. Typxc Cryohumods loamy, hilly to steep ...| Poor: SLP ______._.. Unsuited: FOR ______. Unsuited:

e e
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map unit components for selected uses—Continued

Suimbgiziﬁgiggs e Limitation ratings?

Commercial forestry Road location Low buildings Recreation Off-road trafficability
Poor: SGR ....___.... Severe: SLP, BDR ...| Severe: SLP, BDR _.__| Severe: SLP _____.... Severe:  SLP.
Unsuited: LTP ___._._. Severe: SLP, BDR .._| Severe: SLP, BDR _._| Severe: SLP _._...... Severe: SLP.
Unsuited: LTP ....... Severe: SLP __..___._ Severe: SLP _._____._.. Severe: SLP _____.... Severe: SLP.
Unsuited: LTP .._.... Severe: SLP ..._..... Severe: SLP ......... Severe: SLP ......._. Severe: SLP.

Fair to poor: SGR _...| Moderate: FST __....._ Moderate: FST, LSC ..| Slight _.-ococoocooooon Slight.
Unsuited: LTP ____... Severe: SLP ___..._.. Severe: SLP __.__._.. Severe: SLP _........ Severe: SLP.
Unsuited: LTP .....-. Severe: SLP, BDR .._.| Severe: SLP, BDR __.| Severe: SLP __....... Severe: SLP.
Unsuited: LTP ....__. Severe: -SLP, BDR _.._| Severe: SLP, BDR ...| Severe: SLP _..__.... Severe: SLP.
Unsuited: LTP -...... Moderate: PFT ....... Moderate: PFT ..___.. Slight - ooloooeoa- Slight.
Unsuited: LTP ___.... Severe: SLP .___._...| Severe: SLP _.___._.. Severe: SLP _..__.... Severe: SLP.
Unsuited: LTP ___._.. Severe: PFT, WET ... Severe: PFT, WET ...| Severe WET e Severe: WET.
Unsuited: LTP _...... Severe: PFT, WET ...| Severe: PFT, WET .__| Severe: WET ___._... Severe: WET.
Unsuited: LTP __._... Severe: SLP, WET _..| Severe: SLP, WET ...| Severe: SLP, WET ...| Severe: SLP, WET.'
Fair to poor: SGR ....| Moderate: FST .__.... Moderate: FST, LSC ..| Slight .. ocoooeooeoo- Slight.
Unsuited: LTP _._.... Severe: SLP, BDR ..| Severe: SLP, BDR _...| Severe: SLP .__.._... Severe: SLP.
Unsuited: LTP --..--. Moderate: PFT ....... Moderate: PFT __..... Slight - oo Slight.
Unsuited: LTP ___.... Severe: SLP _.._.___.. Severe: SLP .. _..... Severe SLP ......... Severe: SLP.
Unsuited: WET, SGR..| Severe: WET ........ Severe: WET _____.... Severe: WET ___...... Severe: WET.
Poor: WET, SGR ... Severe: SLP, BDR ._..| Severe: SLP, BDR _..| Severe: SLP, WET _..| Severe: SLP.
Unsuited: LTP, WET-.| Severe: WET, PFT __.| Severe: WET, PFT __.| Severe: WET ........ | Severe: WET.
Fair: SGR _ococoeoe- Moderate: FST _...... Moderate: FST __.._.. Slight - - ceomceoconas Slight.

Fair: SGR ._oooooee- Slight :ooooooooooo. Slight - ooooooeoceaene Slight - oooceemenn- Slight.

Fair: SGR -....o..... Slight _ - occiaaaaa Slight —ccoccoeoaea- Slight o cccemaeaaas Slight.

Fair: WET .....__... Severe: SLP, WET ...| Severe: SLP, WET ...| Severe: SLP, WET ...| Severe: SLP, WET.
Poor: WET ... Moderate: WET _____. Severe: WET _._..... Severe: WET ....___. Severe: WET.
Good -eeieemeeecooae Severe: SLP __....__. Severe: SLP _._._.... Severe: SLP ......__. Severe: SLP.
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TABLE 6.—Suitability and limitation ratings of

Suitability ratings?
Map unit component and ma:or land resource
area (MLRA)? i - Rangeland
Common crops
Cattle and sheep ' Reindeer
117. Lithic Cryochumods, loamy, hilly to steep el UnBsBilfi‘ed: SLP, Unsuited: FOR __.____ Unsuited: LPR __._.____ :
118, Lithic C olmmods very gravelly, lnliy : :
to steg .............................. UnBsBifl.ed: SLP, Poor: LPR,SFP _____. Good to fair: LPR ____
119. Cryic Placohumods, loamy, hilly to steep ...| Poor: LTP, SLP -...| Unsuited: FOR ._..... Unsuited: LPR _______
. 120, 'I'yplc Cryorthods 1oamy, nearly level ,
............................. Good ___._._____....|Fair: FOR .....____..|Poor: LPR ___________
121, Typxc Cryorthods loamy, hilly to steep ....{ Poor: SLP, ERO ....| Fair: FOR ....._.._.. Poor: LPR __.._..____
© 122. Typic Cryorthods, sandy, nearly level . . 1
torolling -l ... Fair: DRT ... Poor: FOR, SFP ____. Poor: LPR ____.__.___
123. Typic orthods sandy, hllly to s'teep. ' : i
A PR nab gy, Wy fo steep: . Poor: SLP, DRT -_.| Poor: FOR -....... | Unsuited: LPR __.___. _
b. MLRA 174 175 ...................... Poor: SLP, DRT Poor: FOR _.____..___. Fair to poor: LPR
124, TylmcelCryoxithhods very gravelly, nearly : 1
evi :
a. MLRA 170 174, 175,177 - oo Good to fair: DRT...{ Poor: FOR ...._.._... Fair to poor: LPR ___.
b. MLRA 169,178 .. iieceeaeane Poor: SFP ......... Poor: FOR .._______.. Fair: LPR ___________
125. Typtl:e Cryorthods, very gravelly, hilly to
2. MLRA 168 ooooooooeeooeaeeeees Poor: SLP, STN __._| Unsuited: FOR __..... Unsuited: LPR _.__...
b. MLRA 170 _ o oeoiiicanan Poor: SLP, STN __..| Poor: FOR .._._...._. Poor: LPR __......_..
¢. MLRA 169 172, 178 oo cccccccann --| Unsuited: SFP ._...| Unsuited: FOR, SFP ..| Fair: LPR .._.__.___.
d. MLRA 174 175, 177 e Poor: SLP __.___ ~--]{ Poor: FOR, SFP ..... Fair to poor: LPR ___.
126. Entlc Cryorthods, sandy, nearly level 1
............................. Poor: DRT .........| Poor: FOR, DRT ..._.| Fair to poor: LPR ____
1217, Entlc Cryorthods, sandy, hilly to steep ....| Poor: SLP, DRT ..__| Poor: FOR, DRT ___._. Fair to poor: LPR ...
128. Humic Cryorthods, loamy, nearly level :
to rolling o eeoo Fair to poor: LTP --| Poor: FOR, SFP ..... Fair: LPR __________.
129. Humic Cryorthods, loamy, hilly to steep ...| Poor: SLP, LTP ....] Good to fair: SFP ..__| Poor: LPR ___._____..
130. Humic Cryo ods, very gravelly, nearly i :
level to rolling . oeaa-- Poor: STN ______._. Poor: FOR .. __._.... | Unsuited: LPR _____..
131. Humxc Cryorthods, very gravelly, lnlly ! . , _
a. MLRA 168,169 _ o eo. Poor: SLP ____.._._. Poor: FOR .. oo | Unsuited: LPR _____..
b. MLRA 170 172 o eeeeaeaas Poor: SLP _._______. | Good to fairs SFP ....| Poor: LPR ._____...--
c. MLRA 171 __________. ciceliiesicendie Unsuited: LTP, Good ool Fair to poor: LPR __..
d. MLRA 175,178 - oo Unsuited: LTP, | Good to fair: SFP ___.| Fair: LPR ______....-
132, Humic Lithic Cryorl:hods, very gravelly, . | : : '
hilly to steep - ool Ungglied: SLP, | Unsuited: FOR ..._.__| Unsuited: LPR .._..-.
133. Lithic Cryorthods, loamy, hilly to steep ---- UnsmBD'ied: SLP, Fair: SFP,LPR ..._... Poor: LPR ... ... ....
134. Lithic Cryorthods, very gravelly, hilly - ' | B
to steep - oo Unsuited: LTP, Unsuited: LTP, SLP _.| Good to fair: LPR ..--
135. Pergehc Cryorthods, sandy, nearly level iy 1 ‘
torolling oo Unsuited: SFP ____. Unsuited: LPR,SFP __| Good - _.--___ooce---
136. Pergelic Cryorthods, very gravelly, nearly
154 Plewill tocrr; i, very gravelly, Billy Unsuited: SFP ____. 1 Unsuited: SFP,LPR .| Good - - .- cccccoa---
. Pergelic 0 very gravelly, hilly : :
tosteep oo s Unsuited: SFP .__.. Unsuited: SFP, LPR .| Good __._ . . .ocococ--
138. Crylc Fra giorthods, very gravelly, )
nearl l eltorolling ... __ Poor: STN .__._.... Unsuited: FOR _..__.. Unsuited: LPR ...---- 2
139. C% orthods, very gravelly, ] I-
illy to steep - oo .oo... - Unss’i‘n;ed: SLP, | Unsuited: FOR ....... Unsuited: LPR _..----
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map unit components for selected uses—Continued

Suitability ratings Yo Limitation ratings*

Commercial forestry Road location " Low buildings Recreation Off-road trafficability
Good o ooooooooo.-. Severe: SLP, BDR ....| Severe: SLP ......... Severe: SLP ._._..... Severe: SLP.
Poor: SGR .. .o..... Severe: SLP, BDR ____| Severe: SLP .._.._... Severe: SLP _._._.... Severe: SLP.
Good _ .- ____.. Severe: SLP _._._..... Severe: SLP .._._.... Severe: SLP _______._ Severe: SLP.
Good - Moderate: FST, LSC ..| Moderate: FST LSC .| Slight -....ccoeoooo. Slight.

Good oo Severe: SLP _........ Severe: SLP ___.____. Severe: SLP ... Severe: SLP.
Fair: SGR ....o-_.___ Slight --cooommoeaaas Slight - .. Slight ... ___.____..._. Slight.
Good to fair: SGR ....| Severe: SLP ......... Severe: SLP ._..__... Severe: SLP _........ Severe: SLP,LSE.
Poor: SGR _..___..... Severe: SLP ._....... Severe: SLP. ......... Severe: SLP ______... Severe: SLP.
................. Slight .. ..o Slight ___.______......] Slight ..........__....] Slight.
Fair: SGR -_--o-_.... Slight ... .. Slight . ... Slight .._.._._.____.... Slight.
G00d - Severe: SLP, STN ....| Severe: SLP ._.._.._. Severe: SLP ...._.... Severe: SLP.
Good ..o -eeceooos Severe: SLP _.ocoo.-. vere: SLP ____._...| Severe: SLP __..._... Severe: SLP.
Poor: SGR ______..... Severe: SLP ..._..... Severe: SLP .._....... Severe: SLP _........ Severe: SLP.
Good to fair: SGR ....| Severe: SLP __.___.... Severe: SLP ......... Severe: SLP __.._.__. Severe: SLP.
Fair to poor: SGR .__.| Slight ... ...._._. Slight - .oooeoo.. Slight - o.oooooemane Slight.
Poor: SGR _....__._.__ Severe: SLP _..____.. Severe: SLP _.___.... Severe: SLP _____._.. Severe: SLP.
Fair to poor: SGR _...| Moderate: FST, LSC ..| Moderate: FST,LSC ..| Slight -vo—occccacoaooz Slight: DSL.
Poor: SGR ___.___.... Severe: SLP ._....... Severe: P .. Severe: SLP ___._.... Severe: SLP.
Good ... Slight ... Slight ... Slight ... __.._...... Slight.
od o eemmeaaa- Severe: SLP __._.._.... Severe: SLP _____.... Severé: SLP‘ ......... Severe: SLP.
Poor: SGR __.._...__. Severe: SLP ___._.._. Severe:  SLP __..._... Severe: SLP _..____... Severe: SLP.
Unsuited: LTP __..___. Severe: SLP ____..... Severe: SLP .. ....... Severe: - SLP __._._._. Severe: SLP.
Unsuited: LTP __..... Severe: SLP _._...... Severe: SLP __..__... Severe: SLP ......... Severe: SLP.
Fair: SLP .:cccoooo.. Very severe: SLP, Veﬁ’) Rs.evere: : SLP, Very severe: SLP ....| Verysevere: SLP.
Unsuited: SGR, LPR ..| Severe: SLP, BDR ....| Severe: SLP, BDR ....| Severe: SLP ._.._..... Severe: SLP.
Unsuited: LTP __.__._.. Very severe: SLP .... Véry severe: SLP ____| Very severe: SLP .._._| Verysevere: SLP.
Unsuited: LTP _._..... Moderate: BLO ...... Moderate: PFT ._.... Moderate: PFT _____. Modera(:er LSE.
Moderate: PFT _____.. Moderate: PFT _.___. Moderate: STN ..._.. Slight.
Severe: SLP ___...... Severe: SLP ......... Severe: SLP ......_.. Severe: - SLP.
Slight .. .. ._........ Slight -.oooooooon Slight ... Slight.
Severe: SLP ._._._...... Severe: SLP _._...... Severe: SLP ._....... Severe: SLP.
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TABLE 6.—Suitability and limitation ratings of
Suitability ratings?
Map unit component and major land resource
area (MLRA)* Rangeland
Common crops
Cattle and sheep Reindeer
MISCELLANEOUS AREAS
140. Cinder land - ..o Unsuited: STN ..... Unsuited: LPR, DRT _.| Unsuited: SGR .....__
141. Duneland - oo Un;il‘x(t’:ed DRT, Unsuited: DRT, LPR _.| Unsuited: SGR .......
142. Gravelly beaches ..o ccococccaacoaaoa- Unsuited: STN ... Unsuited: LPR ... Unsuited: LPR _......
143, Lava floWS ..voccccccccccmmmm oo Unsuited: BDR ..... Unsuited: LPR ___.... Unsuited: LPR _.__._.
144. Riverwash .. .occccccccmcccmmomoaioacaaen U%T STN, Unsuited: LPR _._._.__. Unsuited: LPR _______
145. Rough mountainous land ... - ooooooo UnBsBlﬁed SLP, Unsuited: SFP, LPR .. Poga ltio unsuited:
146. Rubble land .o i Unss%%éd SLP, Unsuited: LPR _.__... Unsuited: LPR _......
147. Tidal flats .o occcmcccccecelaaaen Unsuited: WET ._..| Unsuited: WET, LPR ..| Unsuited: WET, LPR_.
* Explanation of Symbols :
BDR—=Shallow LSE—Loose, unstable sand.

bedrock.
BLO—Soil is susceptible to blowing,

CXP—Complex soi

ttern caused by stream scars.

DRT—Droughty; soil has low water-supplying capacity.
DSL—Soil is dusty when dry and soft or slippery when wet.
ERO—Soil is highly susceptible to erosion.

FLD—Soil is susceptible to flooding.

FOR—Vegetation is dominantly forest or tall brush.
FST—Soil is susceptible to frost action.

HUM—O

rganic soil; peat.

LSC—Soil has low load-supporting capacity.

can be grown under ordinary management prac-
tices. On soils of this group—

(1)

(2) .

(3)

(4)
(5)

(6)

(N

Loamy texture extends to a depth of at least
18 inches (45 cm).

Crop growth is not impeded by excessive
soil moisture during the growing season.
Damage by flooding occurs no more fre-
quently than 1 year in 10.

Slopes are dominantly less than 7 percent.

Periods of soil moisture deficiency are rare,
or irrigation is economically feasible.
Damage to crops as a result of. early frost
can be expected no more frequently than 2
years in 10.

The hazard of wind erosion is estimated to
be slight.

Fair. Soil or climate limitations need to be recog-
nized but can be overcome. Common crops can be
grown, but careful management and special prac-
tices may be required. On soils of this group-

(1
(2)

(3)

Loamy texture extends to a depth of at least
10 inches (25 cm).

Periods of excessive soil moisture, which can
impede crop growth during the growing sea-
son, do not exceed a total of 2 weeks.
Damage by flooding occurs no more fre-
quently than 2 years in 10.

LPR—Low proportion of desirable species.

LTP—Low soil temperatures throughout growing season.

PFT—Soil has perennially frozen substratum.

PIT—Soil is susceptible to thermokarst pitting.

SFP—Short frost-free period.

SGR—Slow growth rate of desirable plant species.

SLP—Steep slopes or rough terrain.

STN—Stones or boulders interfere with intended use.

WET—Soils are wet; high water table or seepage during most
or all of the frost-free season.

(4) Slopes are dominantly less than 12 percent.

(5) Peric%ds of soil moisture deficiency are infre-
quent. ' S -

(6) Damage to crops as a result of early frost
can be expected no more frequently than 3
years in 10. ’

(7) 'There is no more than a moderate hazard of

wind erosion.

Poor. Soil or climate limitations are difficult to over-

come and are severe enough to make the use ques-
tionable. The choice of crops is narrow, and special
treatment or management practices are required.
In some places, overcoming the limitations may not
be feasible. On soils of this group—

(1) Loamy texture extends to a'depth of at least
5 inches (12 cm). :

(2) Periods of excessive soil moisture during the
growing season do not exceed a total of 3
weeks.
Damage by flooding occurs no more fre-
%uently than 8 years in 10.

lopes are dominantly less than 20 percent.
Periods of soil moisture deficiency are not
frequent enough to severely damage crops.
Climatic conditions permit at least one of the
common crops—usually grasses—to be
grown successfully in most years.

3)

(4)
(5)

(6)
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map unit components for selected uses—Continued

Suitabci;l(i’;); nl;?lglélgs e Limitation ratings?

Commercial forestry Road location Low buildings Recreation Off-road trafficability
Unsuited: DRT ._..... Moderate to severe: Moderate to severe: Severe: SLP, STN ___.| Moderate to severe:

SLP, STN. SLP, STN. SLP.
Unsuited: DRT .____.. Severe: SLP, BLO ____| Severe: SLP _.____..__. Veﬁy L()severe: SLP, Very severe: LSE.
Unsuited: LPR ._...._ .Veé:),rc ;evere: LSC, Very severe: LSC ..._| Very severe: STN ... Moderate: CXP.
Unsuited: BDR, DRT..| Very severe: BDR ... Very severe: BDR ..._| Very severe: BDR ....| Verysevere: SLP.
Unsuited: WET _.__.. Very severe: FLD ....| Very severe: FLD ._..| Very severe: FLD __.. Very severe: CXP.
Unsuited: LTP __._____ Very severe: SLP __..| Very severe: SLP __._| Very severe: SLP ____| Verysevere: SLP.
Unsuited: DRT _...... Very severe: SLP .._.| Very severe: SLP _... veé%N severe: SLP, Very severe: SLP.
Unsuited: WET __.__.. Very severe: WET, Very severe: WET, :
. FLD. FLD. Very severe: WET .._| Verysevere: WET.

* Major Land Resource Areas:

Southern Alaska
168 Southeastern Alaska
169 South Central Alaska Mountains
170 Cook Inlet-Susitna Lowland
171 Alaska Peninsula and Southwestern Islands

Interior Alaska
172 Copper River Plateau
178 Alaska Range
174 Interior Alaska Lowlands

Unsuited. Soil or climate limitations are generally too
severe to be overcome. None of the common crops
can be grown successfully in most years, or there
is danger of excessive damage to soils by erosion
if cultivation is attempted.

. Range for cattle and sheep

As in the case of potential cropland, only a very
small proportion of the total area of rangeland in
Alaska is utilized for grazing. The most favorable
grassland in the State occurs along the Pacific Coast
of the Alaska Peninsula, on the Kodiak Island group
and the southern part of the Kenai Peninsula, and on
the Shumagin and Aleutian Islands. Grassland also
occurs close to tree line in areas fringing the Cook
Inlet-Susitna Lowland at elevations of about 1,000 to
1,500 feet (300 to 450 m) and in regions bordering the
north coasts of the Gulf of Alaska and Bristol Bay. In
interior Alaska grasses are common in areas of recent

. forest fires and in small scattered grassy meadows on
. the flood plains. Grasses are also fairly common in the

understory of forests in many parts of central and
southern Alaska, but the stands are generally sparse.

The grazing season in interior Alaska and in the
northern coastal regions is comparatively short, gen-
erally 3 to 4 months, and winter feeding is required.

' - On Kodiak Island and the Aleutians, cattle or sheep

175 Kuskokwim Highlands
176 Interior Alaska Highlands

Arctic and Western Alaska
177 Norton Sound Highlands
178 Western Alaska Coastal Plains and Deltas
179 Bering Sea Islands
180 Brooks Range
181 Arctic Foothills
182 Arctic Coastal Plain

can graze year round, but in most areas some winter
feeding is desirable. :

Ratings of soils are based on characteristies of both

soils and the natural vegetation. In many areas, graz-
ing land could be created by clearing the natural forest,
but this is not considered in the ratings. Soils covered
by tundra vegetation or forests with little or no grass
in the understory are considered unsuitable. Soils
which support only a sparse or slow-growing grassy
vegetation or which are in areas with very short grow-
ing seasons have only limited usefulness for grazing.
The most important adverse soil characteristics are
poor drainage and wet conditions during much or all
of the grazing season. A few sandy soils have slow
growth rates because of droughtiness. The soils were
rated on the following basis:

Good. The natural vegetation is dominantly grasses
and palatable forbs. Cattle or sheep can graze most
of the year. :

Fair. The natural vegetation includes grasses and
palatable forbs, but it provides grazing for only
relatively short periods or the vegetation is domi-
nated by nonpalatable species. Soils that support
palatable species but that are excessively wet dur-
ing part of the growing season are included in this
rating.

Poor. Some of the natural vegetation is suitable for
grazing, but quality is poor or production is low.
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ANNUAL REPORT ON STATE LAND OFFERINGS:
FY87 AND 20 YEAR FORECAST

The purpose of this report is to describe the land offering program of the Depart-
ment of Natural Resources. The report includes the following information:

*  Overall policy on the planned amount, type and location of land offerings in the
state and a description of the key issues that drive the development of this

policy (Chapter 1).

Specific projects planned to be offered in FY86-FY88 in each region (Chapter 1).
FY87 land offering program budget (Chapter 2).

Statewide land offering guidelines (Chapter 3).

Current issues that affect the land offering program (Chaptcr 5).

Summary of the public response to land offered in 1985 (Appendix 2).

* # # % *

SUMMARY OF CONCLUSIONS )

1. Annual Amount of Land Offerings. The state plans to offer approximately 10,000
acres of state land each year over the next 20 years. (See figure below.) The
majority of these planned offerings are in the Susitna and Tanana regions.
Compared to recent years, this policy represents a substantial reduction in the
average annual acreage of state offerings. This reduction is primarily due to
declining budgets but also reflects limitations on the supply of accessible state
land that is suitable for settlement and acceptable to local governments, legisla-
tors and the general public.

Summary of Land Offerihgs by Region (net acreage)

PLANNED 20-YEAR PLANNED OFFERINGS
REGION/AREA ANNUAL AVERAGE FY8s FY87 FY88
Southeast 100 - 300 125 386 130
Southcentratl
Bristol Bay 750 738 .= —ee
Copper River 500 - 1,000 —.s 350 700
Kenai ' 100 - 200 83 40 543
Kodiak 50 - 250 eee 512 -
Kuskokwim 250 - 1,000 1,600 700 ses
Lower Yukon .e- eee .-
Prince William 7 - 750 313 141 .ee
Sound
Susitna 1,500 750 440 1,200
SUBTOTAL 3,225 - 5,450 4,264 2,183 2,443
Northern Region
Brooks Range 25 - 250 125 wae .e-
North Slope .- .e- eon .o-
Northwest 150 - 250 .- .-- .-
Pipeline Utility ... .e- .-- .--
Corridor
Seward Peninsula 150 - 250 200 250 .--
Tanana 4,000 19,388 3,200 3,750
Upper Yukon 100 - 500 -es ase e
Yukon-Koyukuk 125 - 300 1,000 2,000
SUBTOTAL 4,550 - 5,550 20,713 . 5,450 3.750
GRAND TOTAL 7,875 -11,300 25,082 8,019 6,323




2. Emphasis on Quality. While the state will offer less total acreage, it will
place greater emphasis on offering the types of land demanded by the public
(e.g., accessible, waterfront, view properties, etc).

3. Reductions in Land Offering Budgets. Funding for the land offering program has
declined over the last 5 years, from over $20 million in FY82 to less than $3
million in FY87.

4. Revenues from the Land Offering Program. The land offering program generates
substantial revenues to the state. At present, the state earns approximately $8
million each year from the past sale of state land. Revenues are expected to
decline in the future due to decreasing amounts of state land offerings in
general and a declining number of subdivisions in particular.

5. State will Offer Fewer Subdivisions. Subdivisions will make up a declining
percentage of state land offerings due to the remote location of most state land
and the relatively high cost of surveying and designing subdivisions compared to
other types of offerings such as homesteads. ;

6. Public Demand is Large. The demand for state land offerings continues to be
substantial. For example, in the most recent state land lottery (Summer, 1986),
45,000 applications were received for 740 parcels. In 1985, 22,000 applications
were submitted for 1,300 parcels. The number of applications for state land has
remained high despite the elimination of the residency discount program and large
annual state land offerings over the last five years. While interest in new
offerings remains high, the foreclosure rate on past state sales is also high,
currently estimated to be 40%. Foreclosed lands will be reoffered and will make
up a substantial percentage of the available supply of state land offerings.

7. Constraints on State Land Supply. There are a number of limitations on the
supply of state land available to meet demand. Despite the state’s huge total
land base, over 90% is too remote, mountainous or boggy to be attractive to most
people. In addition, much of the most desirable potential land offerings,
forested land on or near roads or water, is also valued by Alaskans for hunting
and fishing, commercial forestry, tourism or mining.

8. Adverse Impacts can be Minimized. Careful design and location of land offer-
ings and close cooperation with the public and local governments will reduce or
eliminate many of the potential adverse effects of land offerings.

REVIEW AND ADOPTION OF THE ANNUAL REPORT

The department prepares a report on land offerings in two phases each year. The
first phase is presented in the fall of the year and contains the department’s recom-
mended land offering budget for the subsequent fiscal year. The second phase
describes the budget received from the legislature and the plans for the expenditure
of these funds. This is the second phase of the FY87 report.

Planned FY87 and FY88 land offerings described in this report are not final. Many of
these land offerings still need detailed feasibility analyses and public review.

Many of these projects have not yet received funding. Consequently, some of them may
be dropped or delayed and other projects may be substituted. Likewise, the 20-year
forecast of land offerings is also tentative, being based on current assumptions

about future budget levels, disposal policy, population growth and land demand, all

of which are subject to change.




CHAPTER 1
AMOUNT, TYPE AND LOCATION OF LAND OFFERINGS

WHY DOES THE STATE HAVE A LAND OFFERING PROGRAM?

Owning a piece of Alaska, whether for a place to live and work or for a weekend
escape from the city, is one of the more common and strongly held dreams of the
people of the state. The Department of Natural Resources of fers land because of a
strong interest in acquiring state land and also because it is directed to do so in
the Alaska Constitution and state statutes.

Applications for State Land _

In the 1986 recent state land offering, the state received over 42,000 applications
for 740 parcels of land; in 1985, 22,000 applications were received for 1,200
parcels. Appendix 2 presents a detailed description of the public response to 1985
state land offerings. :

State Law

The laws of the state make clear the importance of offering land for private use.
Article VIII, Section I, of the State Constitution states, "It is the policy of the

State to encourage the settlement of its land and the development of its resources by
making them available for maximum public use consistent with the public interest."

Alaska Statute 38.04.005 declares, "It is the policy of the State of Alaska to plan

and manage state-owned land to establish a balanced combination of land available for
public and private use." It further states that "Private land use rights are ’
integral to the material well-being of the people of Alaska and our society." The
statutes establish several specific programs under which land can be offered to the
public, including the subdivision, homesite and homestead programs. Alaska Statute
38.09.010 requires that "State land made available for homestead entry shall be
distributed throughout the state."

FACTORS AFFECTING THE LAND OFFERING PROGRAM

State law makes clear the general need to establish a balance of public and private

land in the state. The land offering program is managed by the Department of Natural .
Resources. This section summarizes five major considerations that guide the type,
amount and location of land offerings.

Offering Land Requires Advance Funding

The availability of funding for land survey, access improvements and related
activities is the most important factor controlling the quality, amount, type and
location of land offerings. Recent dramatic reductions in the state’s land offering
budget will result in a substantial decrease in the amount of land the department
‘will offer in the future. The land offering budget is addressed in Chapter 2.

Public Demand is for High Quality Laﬁd

The land offering program is intended to respond to the public’s demand for land,
both in the amount and the type of land offered. In the future, greater emphasis
will be placed on offering the type of land the public wants to acquire. This
policy, together with budget cuts, will result in a lower level of land offerings
than in recent years. ,

-1-




1) To the extent the supply of state lands will allow, land offerings are
concentrated in or near areas that are already settled, thus permitting use of
existing services and facilities.

2) The density, and to some extent, the amount of land offerings in remote areas
are limited to minimize the requirement for new services and facilities.

3). The location and density of land offerings are detcrmineq in consultation
with local government and designed to complement their plans for expansion of
public services and facilities.

Overall, the near term fiscal consequences of state land offerings will be very small
because state land is rarely located near employment opportunities and, as a result,
few people live on their parcels year round. Fiscal impacts are discussed further in
Chapter 4 which deals with current land disposal issues.

Economic, Social and Environmental Impacts. Land offerings can reduce or
eliminate opportunities for alternative uses of state land such as mining, tourism,
timber harvests or subsistence. Land offerings can also affect fish and wildlife and
their habitat, and alter the character of existing communities and recreation areas.
These concerns are addressed by avoiding locations with particularly high
environmental or economic values. For example, critical habitats such as caribou
calving grounds, important mining areas or areas with commercial forestry potential
are usually retained in public ownership. On a smaller scale, individual land
offerings are designed to reduce their adverse impacts. This is done, for example,
by keeping density low and retaining certain lands within an area planned for
disposal to protect water quality, provide public wood lots, reserve trails, or
provide for public access along strcams and lakes.

Details of the specific policies followed by DNR to mxmmzzc environmental, social
and fiscal impacts are presented in Chapter 3.

The Public Plays a Major Role

Land offerings invariably require trade-offs. The sale that provides a chance to
homestead in the wilds may eventually result in demands for costly schools, roads and
other facilities; the disposal project that gives some people a great place for a

weekend cabin may reduce the supply of wood and game used by the people already in
the area and can pose conflicts with mining, logging or other types of resource
development.

In order to give the public an opportunity to participate in land disposal decisions,
DNR prepares regional land use plans and also goes through a detailed design process
for each planned offering. Through both these open public processes, DNR can ensure
that arguments on all sides of the land offering issue are fairly heard. In

addition, by working with people who are familiar with areas planned for land
offerings, many of the potential undesirable effects of land disposals can be reduced
or eliminated.




Brooks Range

CHANDALAR LAKE

BETTLES

OYOKUK RIVER

BROOKS RANGE

Introduction

The policy the department will follow for offering land in the Brooks Range is
presented below. Also included are background information on the supply and demand
for settlement land in the area and a description of the state disposal projects

planned for FY86 through FY88.

Supply and Demand for Settlement Land

The state owns considerable land in two large blocks on the south side of the Brooks
Range. One block lies east of the pipeline utility corridor around Chandalar Lake
and the other west of the corridor between Bettles and Ambler. (The pipeline utility
corridor is being treated as a separate region.)

The majority of this state land has severe physical constraints for settlement. The
land is boggy with permafrost and sparse trees. None of this land has road access.
However, there is some land in this region accessible by plane or boat. Most of
these lands have high potential for recreation settlement and commercial lodges.
Much of this land also has value for fish and wildlife, recreation and minerals.

The state has never offered land in this area. Several prior proposals have been
made for state land offerings in the area, but have been dropped because of public
concern over recreation and habitat impacts. Where privately owned, high amenity
land has been available for purchase, as at Wild Lake, it has been popular. Any
accessible land the state offers in the area would likely be very popular. In
Bettles, in particular, some residents are eager for the state to offer land near
their community for residential use. !

Recent State Land Offerings
The state has not previously sold land in the Brooks Range.

Planned State Land Offerings

Total Land Designated for Disposal. The department is likely to designate between
500 and 5,000 acres of land for settlement in the Brooks Range Region.
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Where .the state owns land suitable for the expansion of existing communities or the
development of commercial or industrial operations, it will make land available to
help satisfy these needs. In particular, efforts will be made to find suitable land
near Bettles, including negotiating with the Alaska Department of Transportation and
Public Facilities to acquire surplus airport land.

In more remote areas of the Brooks Range, the state will offer a limited amount of
land for private recreational use on lakes and rivers. The department’s land

offering program in the Brooks Range is based on the assumption that there are
already many millions of acres of land in this area protected for fish and wildlife,
remote wilderness recreation and other public uses. This includes the Gates of the
Arctic National Park, Arctic National Wildlife Refuge and extensive holdings of the
BLM, state and Native corporations that are likely to be managed in their natural
state. Given this abundance of land that will remaia open to public use, a limited
amount of carefully planned land sales in the Brooks Range should not have
substantial negative impacts on recreation and habitat values. In fact, a limited
number of well planned land offerings could increase the public’s opportunities to
enjoy this vast, spectacular region. The Chandalar Lake subdivision to be offered in
summer 1986, is an example of a project that provides settlement opportunities, while
minimizing detrimental impacts on other public values in the Brooks Range.

Future land offerings always will need to permit reasonable access, for example, by
being located adjacent to airstrips or fly-in lakes. There are relatively few such
access points in the Brooks Range and these typically serve as access points for
hunting or wilderness hiking. Consequently, land sales must be designed to ensure
that the public will continue to be able to gain access into the Brooks Range.

Average Annual Level of Land Offerings. The department intends to offer between 25
and 250 acres annually in this area. The actual level of offerings in any given year
will be set annually by available funding, demand, policy changes and related

factors. '

State Land Offerings--FY86 to FY88. Table 21 shows the project offered in the 1986
state land offering brochure. No additional disposal projects are planned for FY87
or FY88.

H
|

Table 21

~ Brooks Range
Planned Land Disposal Offerings

FISCAL PROJECT ' mg’_ STATUS OF

YEAR NAME/TYPE i GROSS NET SURVEY[ACCESS LOCATION

FY86 Chandalar Lake/ o 150 150 Survey complete; no Chandalar Lake
Subdivision access $ needed

FY87 None

FY88 None

Please refer to Definition of Terms on page 10.
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offers 20-year financing on undeveloped land which may be hard to find on the private
market. All these factors tend to increase the attractiveness of state land as com- |
pared to equivalent parcels of private land. }

Summary of Findings

The table below gives a statewide summary of the number of parcels, acres offered,
.applications received and parcels sold.

- 1985 Statewide Totals

No. of Total Net

Parcels Acres No. of No. of Parcels
Offered Offered Applications Sold
Lottery Drawings
Subdivisions 230 945 4,934 171
Homesite 62 193 . 4,565 62
Homestead-Residential 692 23,280 9,984 660
Homestead-Agricul tural 2 320 1,077 2
Agricultural Parcel 8 2,514 328 8
994 27,252 20,888 903

Over-the Counter (1985 Projects)

Subdivision 59 262 3 23
Homesite 0 0 0 0
Homestead-Residential 32 1,280 0 0
Homestead-Agricul tral 0 -0 0 0
Agricul tural Parcel 0 -0 0 20

. 91 1,522 23 23

The conclusions that can be drawn from the application data presented in this
appendix are set out below.

Interest in State Land Offerings Remains High. The state received over 20,000
applications for 994 parcels offered in 1985. In all but five of the 30 projects

offered, all available lots were taken. Overall, 903 of 994 available lots were

taken. Lots not taken were concentrated in 3 large subdivisions, Martin and O’Conner
Creek north of Fairbanks and Summit Lake north of Paxson, and in one outlying reoffered
homestead project, Kichatna, in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough.

Greatest Interest is for Land Accessible by Road or Waterfront Land Accessible by

Boat or Float Plane. While the public demonstrated interest in all the land DNR

offered, interest was greatest in land near roads or railroads, particularly if the

land was also near communities. Examples of projects of this sort include the Pinnacle
Mountain Subdivision east of Palmer and the Curry North and McKenzie Creek homestead
projects north of Talkeetna.
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The combination of relative accessibility and the parcel sizes and terms of the
agriculture homestead program also proved irresistible to the public. Over 1000
applications were received for the two parcels offered at Willow Creek in the
Matanuska-Susitna area. :

The final category that was generally very popular was outlying but still accessible
recreation land. The South Lake Louise Homestead and Village View subdivisions are
examples. The former project received 124 applications per parcel; the latter 95
applications per homesite lot and 58 applications per lottery lot.

The individual lots in popular projects were not necessarily all popular. Often
several waterfront lots received the great majority of applications while lots in rear
tiers received relatively few.

Interest in Remote Land Offerings is Variable. Not surprisingly, projects that are
difficult to reach tend to be less popular than more accessible areas. For example,

the three projects that received the least overall applications per parcel are all in

remote, hard-to-reach areas: Coal Creek, Johnson Creek and Kichatna Homesteads in the
Matanuska-Susitna area. These projects, however, had all been of fered previously under
the remote parcel program and many of the more attractive portions were already staked.

There are exceptions to both the general rules presented above, showing that the public
is discerning in its choice of land. At times little interest will be shown in

relatively accessible land if it is undesirable in other ways, for example the Summit
Lake Subdivision in the Copper River area. On the other hand, remoteness does not
guarantee low public interest, as was shown, for example, by the high level of public
interest in the Mt. Rich remote parcel (offered in 1984) in a distant portion of the
Alaska range.

External Factors Affecting Demand: Population and Economic Growth. The response to
land offered in 1985 occurred in the context of a state that was the fastest growing in
the country and one with a rapidly expanding economy. Since that time, oil prices and
the state budget have declined precipitously. While it is too early to tell, this

change may lead to declines in the public’s appetite for state land of ferings,
particularly for land away f rom employment opportunities that is primarily used for
recreation. The state owns little other than this type of land.
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APPENDIX III-B

Gates of the Arctic National Park
Wilderness Suitability Review Criteria




INTRODUCTION

Approximately 7,263,215 acres of wilderness were designated by ANILCA
in the park. Approximately 1,209,302 acres in the park and preserve are
examined here for suitability. '

Section 1317(a) of ANILCA directed that a review be made of the
suitability or nonsuitability for preservation as wilderness of all lands not
so designated by the act. Section 1317(b) specifies that "the Secretary
shall conduct his review, and the President shall advise the United States
Senate and House of Representatives of his recommendations, in
accordance with the provisions of sections 3(c) and (d) of the Wilderness
Act."

Recommendations on whether to designate suitable areas as wilderness will
be made following completion of the general management plan. An EIS will
be prepared as part of the wilderness recommendation process. The
public will have the opportunity to review and comment on these
recommendations, and public hearings will be held. Upon completion of
the EIS and .secretarial review, the president will make his
recommendations to the Congress.

The Wilderness Act of 1964 defines wilderness as follows:

(2)(c) A wilderness, in contrast with those areas where man
and his own works dominate the landscape, is hereby
recognized as an area where the earth and its community of life
are untrammeled by man, where man himself is a visitor who
does not remain. An area of wilderness is further defined to
mean in this Act an area of undeveloped Federal land retaining
its primeval character and influence, without permanent
improvements or human habitation, which is protected and
managed so as to preserve its natural conditions and which (1)
generally appears to have been affected primarily by the forces
of nature,  with the imprint of man's work substantially
unnoticeable; (2) has outstanding opportunities for solitude or a
primitive and unconfined type of recreation; (3) has at least
five thousand acres of land or is of sufficient size as to make
practicable its preservation and use in an unimpaired condition;
and (4) may also contain ecological, geological, or other
features of scientific, educational, scenic, or historical value.

'3
Wilderness areas in Alaska have certain exceptions to the Wilderness Act

specified in ANILCA. The legal guidelines for wilderness management in
appendix E provide more information.

WILDERNESS SUITABILITY CRITERIA

Wilderness review criteria specific to Gates of the Arctic were developed
that reflect the act's definition of wilderness. For a particular tract of
land to be determined suitable for designation, it must meet the
wilderness suitability criteria found on table 28.
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Table 28: Wilderness Suitability Criteria

Description of Land or Activity

Suitable
for
Wilderness

Not Suitable
for
Wilderness

Suitability
Pending

Land status

Mining

Roads and
ORV trails

Landing strips

Cabins

Size of unit

Federal

Federal: under application
or selection

State and private land,
patented or tentatively
approved

Private ownership of
subsurface estate

Areas with minor ground
disturbances from past
mining activities

Areas with major past
ground disturbances from
mining activities

Current mining activities
and ground disturbances

Unimproved roads or ORV
trails that are unused or
little used by motor
vehicles

Improved roads and ORV
trails regularly used by
motor vehicles

Unimproved or minimally
improved and maintained

Improved and maintained

Uninhabited structures;
hunter, hiker, and patrol
cabins

Inhabited as a primary
place of residence

Greater than 5,000 acres
adjacent to existing
wilderness, or of a
manageable size

Less than 5,000 acres or of
unmanageable size
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These suitability criteria are based on the existing character of the land.
Future development or wuse will be considered when making formal
recommendations for designation of wilderness, but it is not an
appropriate criteria for determining suitability.

SUITABILITY DETERMINATION

Approximately 1,009,638 acres of nonwilderness lands within the park and
preserve meet the criteria as established by the Wilderness Act (see
Wilderness Suitability map). Prior to a formal presidential
recommendation, a wilderness report and environmental analysis will be
prepared.

Approximately 190,023 acres of nonwilderness lands do not meet the
criteria: (1) land containing subsurface mineral rights in the northeast
preserve (31,322 acres); (2) ATV use easements in the Anaktuvuk
Pass/Chandler Lake area (about 56 miles of 200-foot-wide nonwilderness
corridors equals about 1,360 acres); and (3) native village and regional
corporation lands in the Anaktuvuk Pass/Chandler Lake area, approved
small tracts, and approved native allotments (157,341 acres). All of these
lands, except for the village of Anaktuvuk Pass, would be suitable for
wilderness designation if nonconforming uses (ATVs), outstanding rights,
or nonfederal ownership were eliminated.

Approximately 9,641 acres of nonwilderness lands cannot have their
suitability determined until pending applications are resolved. These
lands inciude pending native allotments, native regional corporation lands
under application, and cemetery and historical sites (14(h)(1) sites).
Each of the eight cemetery and historical site applications in
nonwilderness land included an entire section (640 acres). Resolution of
these applications could result in all 640 acres, a few acres, or no acres
being transferred to the nonfederal applicant depending on facts and
findings surrounding the specific cemetery or historical site.

Based on its existing character, the entire southwest preserve is suitable
for wilderness except for lands conveyed or under application. ANILCA
section 201(4)(b, ¢, d, and e) permits surface access across the
southwest preserve. The wilderness recommendation will have to consider
the existing authority for that right-of-way. All future wilderness
recommendations  will recognize valid existing rights including
rights-of-way under RS 2477.

All lands determined suitable for wilderness designation will be managed
under the terms of ANILCA to maintain the wilderness character and
values of the lands until designation recommendations have been proposed
and Congress has acted on these proposals.
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National Audubon Society

NORTH MIDWEST REGIONAL OFFICE
330 CITY PLACE * 730 HENNEPIN AVENUE
MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55403  (612) 375-9140

January 22, 1986

Mr. John Norman

c/o Dr. Michael Robbins
4701 winnequah Road
Monona, WI 53716

Dear John:

Enclosed are the National Audubon Society's guidelines for land
acquisition.

Both the Project Development Guidelines and the Property Acqui-
sition Summary are used as a basis for decision-making by the
National Audubon Society Board of Directors. The staff com-

_ pletes the Property Acquisition Summary and sends it, along
with a recommendation, to the Board of Directors which uses the
Project Development Guidelines in arriving at a final decision
on acceptance or rejection of a particular piece of property.

I hope this information is adequate for the needs of your
project. '

Sincerely,

Carol Beim Nulsen
Regional Representative

Enclosure

CBN:cj

lowa ¢ Minnesota ® North Dakota ¢ South Dakota * Wisconsin
AMERICANS COMMITTED TO CONSERVATION




(9)
NATURAL AREAS

PROJECT DEVELOPMENT GUIDELINES

The following guidelines are intended to be a statement of the policies of
the Natiocnal Audubon .Society with respect to the acquisition of interests in
real property. They are to be used by the staff in evaluating potential
acquisitions and in preparing acquisition proposals for review by the Board of
Directors. A proposed acquisition which does not conform to these guidelines
will not be approved unless it can be demonstrated that the non-conformity is
required to serve the best interest of NAS. ’

(1) Any instrument of conveyance to NAS must be totally unrestricted and
there shall be no reservations, conditions, or restrictions in the chain of
title which would interfere with, or be inconsistent with, any present or.
future use of the property by NAS.

(2) The grantor shall not retain any legal interest in the property.
Legal interests which have been retained by previous owners must be
scrutinized carefully and their impact on NAS's ownership must be thoroughly
evaluated to assure that the possibility of an adverse impact on NAS is
minimized,

(3) Properties which are to be acquired by NAS for program purposes must
have an identified source of income or an identified endowment fund which is
large enough to provide an income sufficient to pay the projected operating
expenses of the property. Any capital expenditures which are neressary for
the use of the property for NAS purposes must also be identified in advance.
The Controller's office must confirm the adequacy of the endowment to generate
sufficient income to meet proposed operating expenses. Endowment funds must
be transferred to Nas simultaneously with the deed to the property.

It is preferred that endowment funds not be restricted to use on a
specific property. Because it may be easier to raise revenue for some
properties than for others, it will be beneficial to the overall success of

our land acquisition programs if excess endowment income can be distributed to
other areas.

(4) rTitle insurance for the fair market value of the property must be
obtained for all acquisitions. ~ : :

(3} A survey of the Subject property must be obtained in all cases where
the actual boundaries of the property are important to NAS management
objectives or the protection of NAS's interests. 1In those cases where a
survey is deemed to be necessary, but it is impractical to obtain it prior to

Board review, approval of the acquisition shall be conditioned upon receipt of
2 satisfactory survey.

(6) No property shall be accepted subject to any liens or encumbrances
Such as unpaid mortgages, deeds of trust, judgment liens, unpaid taxes or
assessments, mechanics liens or other monetary obligations. 1In the case of
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(10)

taxes or assessments which are liens against the property but which are not
yet due and payable (current year taxes), the projected amount of taxes shall
be orerated between the fcrmer owner and NAS and the former owner's share
shall be paid at closing or a sufficient amount of money shall be deposited
with NAS for payment of the former owner's share of the tax when it becomes
due and payable. ’ ,

(7) An estimate of all expenses associated with the acquisition of a
Property must be provided as part of the acguisition budget and the source of
funds to cover the expenses must be identified.

(8) any donated property which is offered to, and accepted by NAS as a
sanctuary or natural area, will not be sold or transferred, except to a
governmental entity or another non-profit or charitable entity which will
maintain the property as a sanctuary or natural area, except in those cases
where the essential natural qualities of the property have been altered or
destroyed through unforeseen circumstances, where the area has become
unsuitable for use in the manner which was intended at the time of the
acquisition, or where it is impractical to continue to manage the property as
4 sanctuary or natural area. 1In such cases the donor or his family shall be
notified, if practical, of the anticipated disposition and adequate time will
be allowed for the donor to seek and obtain a full explanation.of the reasons
for the disposition of the property and the anticipated use of the sale
proceeds.

Proceeds of the sale of any such property shall be placed in a fund which
shall be restricted for the purpose of sanctuary acgquisition, sanctuary
operations or for capital expenditures on existing sanctuaries.

(9) .he National Audubon Society will not pay for legal assistance,
appraisals, or other services on behalf of a donor; nor will it provide such
advice, services or assistance to, or on behalf. of,"a donor. )

(10) The National Audubon Society will not accept in advance any
properties which are offered to it as a bequest. Upon notification that a
person has died and has bequeathed real estate to NAS, the property will be
considered for acquisition in accordance with the adopted policies and
procedures for land acquisition which are in effect at that time. However,
potential donors should be encouraged to work with NAS in drafting their wills
SO as to assure, to the greatest possible degree, that the bequests will not
be contrary to existing policy. .

(11) Wwhen NAS will be purchasing real estate, the purchase price may not
exceed the fair market value of the property. Fair market value shall be
documented by an appraisal or opinion of value prepared by a competent real
estate professional.

(12) Real property which is proposed for acquisition by NAS should fit
within the framework of the fecognized and adopted goals of the Society. A

_Potential acquisition which serves a purpose other than one which is

identified in the current operating plan should be pursued only when it. is
clearly demonstrated that the acquisition is in the best interest of the
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(11)

National Audubon Society and that the acquisition will not interfere with the
established land acquisition plan. )

13) Real estate tax exemption shall be sought for all properties which
are used for NAS program purposes. Tax exemption shall not be sought for
tradelands or for any other proverty specifically identigied by the Board.

(14) It is expected that all properties which are acquired by NAS will be
managed by NAS personnel. In those cases where a proposed acquisition will be
managed by an entity other than NAS, it must be demonstrated that the
organization is capable of managing the property in a manner that is
consistent with the high quality land stewardship which is characteristic of
the 'National Audubon Society, and that outside management is in the best
interest of the Society.

(15) Acquisition of alternate forms of land protection, such as
conservation easements, management agreements and leases, is to be encouraged
when the acquisition will provide a buffer zone or protective corridor for
property owned by NAS. In other cases, the acquisition of such interests must

be pursuant to a protection plan for a specific area which has been approved
by the Board of Directors.

(16) Unless otherwise required by the law of the jurisdiction in which the
pProposed acquisition is located, all.real property is to be acquired in the
name of the National Audubon Society. ’

(17) It is considered to be in the best interest of the National Audubon
Society that all potential acquisitions be evaluated in the context of these
Policies and procedures. Proposed acquisitions must be submitcted to the staff
with adequate time to gather all of the information required by these

procedures and to make responsible recommendations with respect to the
property. -

The President is directed to establish such administrative rules as may be
necessary and appropriate for the orderly processing of proposed acquisitions.

"
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Project Name
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Project Name

Project Leader

Date

PROPERTY ACQUISITION SUMMARY

Name
Location Acreage
Type of Acquisition MV

When will NAS receive property?

Annual Budger $ Endowment $ Annual Income $

Proposed Use

Description of Proverty (Briefly describe the type of property, state,
how it compares to other NAS holdings of similar type, and give all
reasons for adding this property to NAS holdings.)

Descristion of Natural Elements (Describe izsortant planc or anizal specieg
which are Present, how the species will 5e protected through the acguisicion
of the bProgerty, and how the protection of the species relates to NAS
Priorisies.)
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Project Name

Reporter

Date

BACKGROUND INFORMAIION

A. Owner's Name

Address

Telephone No.: (HOME) (OFFICE

B. Location and Directioms to Provertv (Attach road map and U.S5.G.S. 7.5
minute series topo map showing location of property.)

C. Leases, Mortgzages or Other Incumbrances (Describe How they will be
" disposed of if NAS acquires the land.)

2. valuation--07 S (Give source of informa-
tion. attach copv of appraisal cr opinicn of valua.)
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Project Name

r - |
R |
Lo . 3
.. E. Tax Information: Tax Map Nucber
Annual Taxes $ Tax Due Date
Can NAS obtain tax exemption? When?
—_—
Describe Property as it is described on the tax bilis. (Attach
copy of tax bill, if possible.)
Taxing Authority (Give name & addresses):
>~

F. Other:




Project Name

Reportar

A

»

Date

.\
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PROGRAM CONSIDERATIONS

(1) Describe the program objectives which will be met,

in whole or in part
by the acquisition of the property.

(2) Describe the benefits which will accrue to NAS cthrough the acquisicion

cf the property. For example, stats the number of visitors that can
te exvected to visit the facility or which We can expect to reach
through our programs, number of new members we mav gzenerate, ecc.
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Sewsieels LucoLsuLnaliUNS (continued)

Project Name

(3) Deseribe in derail why this property shouid be acguired by MNAS and

why this acgquisiton should be given priority over other projects:

(a) Within the same ragion:

(b) Within all regions.

(4) Describe in detail any other important factor which

i should te
considered in evaluating the propercy.




ay

\

T

.

- SR U ME uE .
- G I S G5 ) GF G0 B R S B ap |
IR B g

Projec: Name

Reporzar

Date

MANAGEMENT CONSIDERATIONS

(1) Describe historical land uses w

hich mav enhance or impede the intended
use of the property. '

(2) Describe local land use patterns which mav affect the long-term
usefulness of the property. Providas projections of development.

(3) Describe any ongoing problems whnich «ill have to be dealt wicg;such

as nuating, trespass, Stray animals. camping, pollution, off-voad-
veniclas, exotic species, etc. Propose methods of dealing with these
prodlers. '




(28)
MANAGEMENT CONSIDERATIONS (contiaued)

Project Mame i

(4) Descride the organization,
management responsibility.
the management organization,

if other than NAS, which will have
Specifically state the expertise of

what its management plan is, what funds
it has available ro defray management €osts, its managerment nistors

and any other information which recommends the organization. Attach

acknowledgement of organization’'s intent to undertake management
responsibility.




Project Name

Reporter
pre
; Date
PROPERTY INVENTORY
A. Phvsical Features (Give a detailed description of the phvsical
attributes of the property, being as specific as possible.
Attach photographs, topographical maps, survey reports, etc.
7
o )
{ B. ~Structures and Other Imnrovements (Describe each structure

individually giving dizensicns, twre of construction, use,
condition, etc.; iden iIv all other imorovements ziving as much
detail as possible. 1If sossidle, include aerial snotogrash

Or maps showing the lccation of the structures and improvements

TR B

in relation to the property as a whole.)
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Project Name . )

™

2ants and Animals (Describe those olants

and animals which are
present on tk

ché property, giving emphasis to those which are rare,
endangered or unique, or which require special attanction.)
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The Nature Conservancy

1800 North Kent Street, Arlington, Virginia 22209
(703) 841-5300 Summer 1985

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

The Nature Conservancy is a national nonprofit membership organization whose
resources are devoted to the protection of eco