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Region 

Alaska 

Yukon 

Northwest Territories 

Nunavut 

Inuvialuit Settlement Region

Nunavik

Nunatsiavut

Indigenous languages spoken

Twenty recognized languages: Ahtna, Unangam Tunuu/Aleut, 
Alutiiq/Sugpiaq, Dena’ina, Deg Xinag, Eyak, Gwich’in, Haida, 
Han, Holikachuk, Inupiaq, Koyukon, Tanana, Tanacross, 
Tlingit, Tsimshian, Upper Kuskokwim, Upper Tanana, Central 
Alaskan, Yup’ik Siberian, Yupik
 
Eight Indigenous language groups: Gwich’in, Hän, Kaska, 
Northern Tutchone, Southern Tutchone, Tagish, Upper Tanana, 
Tlingit

Eleven official languages: Chipewyan, Cree, Tłįchǫ, 
Gwich’in, North Slavey, South Slavey, Inuktitut, Inuvialuktun, 
Inuinnaqtun, English, and French

 
84% of residents speak an Inuit language

19% of residents speak an Inuit language

89% of residents speak an Inuit language

14% of residents speak an Inuit language

Population identifying as Indigenous

15% of the population identify as an Alaskan Native 
Tribal group member. Recognized tribal groups: 
Yupik, Inupiat, Dene, Tlingit-Haida, Aleut, and 
Tsimshian 

25% of the population identify as Indigenous (majority First 
Nation). 14 recognized groups of First Nation communities: 
Carcross/Tagish First Nation, Champagne and Aishihik First 
Nations, First Nation of Na-Cho Nyäk Dun, Kluane First 
Nation, Kwanlin Dün First Nation, Liard First Nation, Little 
Salmon/Carmacks First Nation, Ross River Dena Council, 
Selkirk First Nation, Ta’an Kwäch’än Council, Tr’ondëk 
Hwëch’in, Teslin Tlingit Council, Vuntut Gwitchin First 
Nation, White River First Nation

The region also has eight transboundary Indigenous groups: 
Gwich’in Tribal Council, Tetlit Gwich’in Council, Inuvialuit, 
Acho Dene Koe First Nation, Kaska Dena Council, which 
represents Daylu Dena Council, Dease River First Nation, 
Kwadacha First Nation, Taku River Tlingit First Nation and 
Tahltan Central Council
 
50% of the population identify as Indigenous. About 9% are 
Métis, 11% are Inuvialuit, the Dene make up about 30% of the 
territorial population. Five main Dene groups: Chipewyan, 
Tłįchǫ, Yellowknives, Slavey (North Slavey and South Slavey), 
and Sahtu Dene. 
 
85% of the population are Inuit

57.3% identify as Inuit
 
88.9% are Inuit 

88.8% of the population are Inuit
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TABLE S1. An overview of key Indigenous groups and languages spoken across the North American Arctic.1

 1 Sources: (Dorais, 2010; Larsen and Fondahl, 2015; Statistics Canada, 2017; NWTT, 2019; U.S. Census Bureau, 2019; Government of 
Yukon, 2020).
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TABLE 2. Sources used in the literature review – continued:
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