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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:

Source	 Reference

23	 Dilling, L., and Berggren, J. 2015. What do stakeholders need to manage for climate change and variability? A document-based analysis from three 	
	 mountain states in the western USA. Regional Environmental Change 15(4):657 – 667. 
	 https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-014-0668-y
24	 Dilling, L., and Lemos, M.C. 2011. Creating usable science: Opportunities and constraints for climate knowledge use and their implications for 	
	 science policy. Global Environmental Change 21(2):680 – 689. 
	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2010.11.006
25	 Douglas, M.L., McGhan, S.L., Tougas, D., Fenton, N., Sarin, C., Latycheva, O., and Befus, A.D. 2013. Asthma education program for First Nations 	
	 children: An exemplar of the knowledge-to-action framework. Canadian Respiratory Journal 20(4):295 – 300.
	 https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/260489
26	 Ecofys and Institute of Development Studies. 2011. Guiding climate compatible development: User-orientated analysis of planning tools and 		
	 methodologies. Analytical report. Cologne: Climate and Development Knowledge Network. 
	 https://www.ids.ac.uk/publications/guiding-climate-compatible-development-user-orientated-analysis-of-planning-tools-and-methodologies/
27	 Ensor, J., and Harvey, B. 2015. Social learning and climate change adaptation: Evidence for international development practice. WIREs Climate 	
	 Change 6(5):509 – 522.
	 https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.348
28	 Fazey, I., Fazey, J.A., Salisbury, J.G., Lindenmayer, D.B., and Dovers, S. 2006. The nature and role of experiential knowledge for environmental 	
	 conservation. Environmental Conservation 33(1):1 – 10. 
	 https://doi.org/10.1017/S037689290600275X
29	 Ford, J.D., Knight, M., and Pearce, T. 2013. Assessing the ‘usability’ of climate change research for decision-making: A case study of the Canadian 	
	 International Polar Year. Global Environmental Change 23(5):1317 – 1326. 
	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2013.06.001
30	 [GC] Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency. 2004. Considering Aboriginal traditional knowledge in environmental assessments conducted 	
	 under the Canadian Environmental Assessment Act  –  Interim principles. Ottawa: Government of Canada.
	 http://www.ceaa.gc.ca/default.asp?lang=En&n=4A795E76-1
31	 [GC] Canadian Institutes of Health Research. 2009. Aboriginal knowledge translation: Understanding and respecting the distinct needs of 		
	 Aboriginal communities in research. Ottawa: Government of Canada.
	 http://www.cihr-irsc.gc.ca/e/41392.html
32	 [GC] Panel on Research Ethics. 2018. Chapter 9: Research Involving the First Nations, Inuit and Métis Peoples of Canada. In: The Tri-Council 	
	 Policy Statement: Ethical conduct for research involving humans  –  TCPS2. Ottawa: Interagency Advisory Panel on Research Ethics, Government 	
	 of Canada.
	 https://ethics.gc.ca/eng/tcps2-eptc2_2018_chapter9-chapitre9.html
33	 Hamel, C., Benyoucef, M., and Kuziemsky, C. 2012. Determinants of participation in an Inuit online community of practice. Knowledge 		
	 Management Research & Practice 10(1):41 – 54.
	 https://doi.org/10.1057/kmrp.2011.15
34	 Hammill, A., Harvey, B., and Echeverría, D. 2013. Knowledge for action: An analysis of the use of online climate knowledge brokering platforms. 	
	 Knowledge Management for Development Journal 9(1):72 – 92.
35	 Han, H., and Stenhouse, N. 2015. Bridging the research-practice gap in climate communication: Lessons from one academic-practitioner 		
	 collaboration. Science Communication 37(3):396 – 404.
	 https://doi.org/10.1177/1075547014560828
36	 Harvey, B., Burns, D., and Oswald, K. 2012. Linking community, radio, and action research on climate change: Reflections on a systemic approach. 	
	 IDS Bulletin 43(3):101 – 117.
	 https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1759-5436.2012.00326.x
37	 Harvey, B., Carlile, L., Ensor, J., Garside, B., and Patterson, Z. 2012. Understanding context in learning-centred approaches to climate change 		
	 communication. IDS Bulletin 43(5):31 – 37. 
	 https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1759-5436.2012.00360.x
38	 Harvey, B., Ensor, J., Carlile, L., Garside, B., Patterson, Z., and Naess, L.O. 2012. Climate change communication and social learning  –  Review 	
	 and strategy development for CCAFS. CCAFS Working Paper No. 22. Copenhagen: Climate, Agriculture and Food Security.
	 www.ccafs.cgiar.org
39	 Hudson, M., Roberts, M., Smith, L., Sarah-Jane Tiakiwai, S.-J., and Hemi, M. 2012. The art of dialogue with Indigenous communities in the new 	
	 biotechnology world. New Genetics and Society 31(1):11 – 24.
	 https://doi.org/10.1080/14636778.2011.597979
40	 Huntington, H.P., Gearheard, S., Mahoney, A.R., and Salomon, A.K. 2011. Integrating traditional and scientific knowledge through collaborative 	
	 natural science field research: Identifying elements for success. Arctic 64(4):437 – 445.
	 https://doi.org/10.14430/arctic4143
41	 Inuit Circumpolar Council. 2010. Inuit Arctic policy, 3rd ed. Nuuk: ICC Greenland.
	 https://secureservercdn.net/104.238.71.250/hh3.0e7.myftpupload.com/wp-content/uploads/Inuit-Arctic-Policy.pdf
42	 Inuit Circumpolar Council-Alaska. 2015. Alaskan Inuit food security conceptual framework: How to assess the Arctic from an Inuit perspective. 	
	 Summary and Recommendations Report. Anchorage: ICC-Alaska.
	 https://iccalaska.org/wp-icc/wp-content/uploads/2016/03/Food-Security-Summary-and-Recommendations-Report.pdf
43	 Iyalomhe, F., Jensen, A., Critto, A., and Marcomini, A. 2013. The science-policy interface for climate change adaptation: The contribution of 		
	 communities of practice theory. Environmental Policy and Governance 23(6):368 – 380. 
	 https://doi.org/10.1002/eet.1619
44	 Johnson, N., Behe, C., Danielsen, F., Krümmel, E.-M., Nickels, S., and Pulsifer, P.L. 2016. Community-based monitoring and Indigenous 		
	 knowledge in a changing Arctic: A review for the Sustaining Arctic Observing Networks. Final report to SAON. Ottawa: Inuit Circumpolar 		
	 Council. 
	 https://www.inuitcircumpolar.com/project/community-based-monitoring-and-indigenous-knowledge-in-a-changing-arctic-a-review-for-the-		
	 sustaining-arctic-observing-networks%E2%80%8B/
45	 Kalafatis, S.E., Lemos, M.C., Lo, Y.-J., and Frank, K.A. 2015. Increasing information usability for climate adaptation: The role of knowledge 		
	 networks and communities of practice. Global Environmental Change 32:30 – 39. 
	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2015.02.007

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-014-0668-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2010.11.006
https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/260489
https://www.ids.ac.uk/publications/guiding-climate-compatible-development-user-orientated-analysis-of-planning-tools-and-methodologies/
https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.348
https://doi.org/10.1017/S037689290600275X
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2013.06.001
http://www.ceaa.gc.ca/default.asp?lang=En&n=4A795E76-1
http://www.cihr-irsc.gc.ca/e/41392.html
https://ethics.gc.ca/eng/tcps2-eptc2_2018_chapter9-chapitre9.html
https://doi.org/10.1057/kmrp.2011.15
https://doi.org/10.1177/1075547014560828
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1759-5436.2012.00326.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1759-5436.2012.00360.x
http://www.ccafs.cgiar.org
https://doi.org/10.1080/14636778.2011.597979
https://doi.org/10.14430/arctic4143
https://secureservercdn.net/104.238.71.250/hh3.0e7.myftpupload.com/wp-content/uploads/Inuit-Arctic-Policy.pdf
https://iccalaska.org/wp-icc/wp-content/uploads/2016/03/Food-Security-Summary-and-Recommendations-Report.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/eet.1619
https://www.inuitcircumpolar.com/project/community-based-monitoring-and-indigenous-knowledge-in-a-changing-arctic-a-review-for-the-sustaining-arctic-observing-networks%E2%80%8B/
https://www.inuitcircumpolar.com/project/community-based-monitoring-and-indigenous-knowledge-in-a-changing-arctic-a-review-for-the-sustaining-arctic-observing-networks%E2%80%8B/


S4 • M. FLYNN and J.D. FORD

TABLE 2. Sources used in the literature review – continued:
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