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Julia Poissant in Sachs Harbour, NWT on April 15, 2024 (personal photo) hunterS’ behaViOur.
Conditional Logit
 Payment amount has the greatest significant, but the smallest value
« Having the flexibility of a hybrid method of data collection (between
paper and phone app) is preferred over one or the other
« Average WTA payment is $100.53
Community-Driven Research Table 1: Demographics of Survey Respondents (n = 80)
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Members of 5 Hunters and Trappers
Committees (HTCs) accessed the survey
via a link or QR code. The survey

Individual and Collective Values and Barriers to Participation

comprised of 6 sections about the type of Table 2: Inuvik vs. Other Communities Value Agreement Implications for Inuvialuit Harvest Study Policy
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Julia Poissant in Tuktoyaktuk, NWT on April 11, 2024 (personal photo)
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