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L 
ocated in northern Labrador, Torngat 
Mountains National Park became a park 
reserve in 2005, with the implementation of 
the Labrador Inuit Land Claims Agreement 

and officially obtained national park status with the 
ratification of the Nunavik Inuit Land Claims Agree-
ment in 2008. From the Inuktitut word Torngait, 
meaning “place of the spirits”, this area has been 
home to Inuit and their predecessors for thousands 
of years. This rich cultural heritage is reflected in oral 
and written histories, as well as the by 413 known 
archaeological sites documented throughout the park.  

New visitor experience programs are current-

ly being developed to showcase the cultural and natu-
ral richness of the park. As such, archaeological im-
pact assessments were conducted to ensure that these 
resources are protected for Nunatsiavut and Nunavik 
beneficiaries, as well as visitors, for generations to 
come. The two projects assessed in July 2016 include 
the kitjigattalik - The Ramah Chert Quarries National 
Historic Site (NHS) Visitor Experience and the Aggi-
giak Satellite Camp Assessment at Branagin Cove. 
“Inuktitut for ‘place where there is chert’, the name 
kitjigattalik was chosen by Co-Management Board 
(CMB) of Torngat Mountains National Park in 2012. 
The lower case is used in the spelling of 

Archaeology in Torngat Mountains National 
Park and kitjigattalik - The Ramah Chert 
Quarries National Historic Site 

John Higdon 
Terrestrial Archaeology, Parks Canada 

Figure 1. Kitigattalik National Historic Site, facing southeast. 
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Figure 2. Ramah Chert Quarry Bowl (kitigattalik NHS, Locus 1). 

Figure 3. Recording Ramah Chert outcrops, facing west (228A Ramah Bay 1), Ryan Merkeratsuk, Michelle Davies, and author 
(Whitaker 2016). 
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“kitjigattalik,” conforming to Labrador Inuktitut rules 
of pronunciation wherein a small k is pronounced as 
in “kite” and a capitalized K has an “h” pronuncia-
tion” (Stopp 2013:16). 

Taking into account topography, proximity to 
water bodies, natural resources, such as char, seal, 
etc., and previously documented archaeological sites, 
brief helicopter and systematic terrestrial surveys were 
conducted to identify and assess potential impacts on 

cultural resources within each area. This included 
walking five metre transects of potential visitor expe-
rience and satellite camp areas, and noting the loca-
tion, extent and features associated with new and pre-
viously recorded archaeological sites. Features were 
flagged during the course of the survey and then rec-
orded with GPS coordinates, photographs and meas-
urements, as time permitted. While no artifacts were 
collected, representative samples of tool and material 

Figure 4. Ramah Chert blocks, cores and hammer stone (228A Ramah Bay 1). 
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Figure 5. Ramah Chert cores and preforms (228A Ramah Bay 1). 

Figure 6. Ramah Chert lithic scatter, showing evidence of workshop (230A Hilda Creek 1). 
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types were photographed and recorded with GPS co-
ordinates. 
kitjigattalik - The Ramah Chert Quarries  
National Historic Site Visitor Experience  
Assessment 
Designated as a National Historic Site (NHS) in No-
vember 2014, kitjigattalik NHS is comprised of three 
locations along Ramah Bay. Each location contains 
Ramah chert outcrops, as well as evidence of quarry-
ing, tool making, and camping activities (Stopp 
2013:1). The quarries were designated as a national 
historic site primarily because they were: “actively 
quarried from 5,000 to 600 years ago for Ramah 
chert, a visually distinctive and important stone type 
used by several ancient cultures of the Northeast in 
the manufacture of tools and other objects of materi-
al culture. Ramah chert was the most widely traded 

toolstone known in the Canadian Northeast and was 
the basis of long-distance exchange networks that 
extended throughout easternmost Canada and into 
New England” (Stopp 2013: 16).  

Taking into account recommendations out-
lined in Curtis et. al. (2010) and discussions with 
Torngat Mountains National Park staff, it was deter-
mined that the focal point of the visitor experience 
would be the main quarry bowl (Figures 1 & 2). The 
area was assessed to confirm the extent of the archae-
ological sites in the area, and whether or not any of 
these areas could be incorporated into visitor experi-
ence protocol, without compromising the integrity of 
the cultural resources in the area. With ten known 
archaeological sites documented in the immediate 
area, this assessment also included survey of potential 
hiking routes and potential boat landing areas from 
Ramah Bay and Reddick Bight.  
Preliminary Results 
Five previously unrecorded archaeological sites were 
documented during the course of the assessment 
(Table 1). The assessment also expanded the extents 
of the main quarry site, 228A (Ramah Bay 1), pre 
contact workshop 416A (Hilda Creek Terrace 1), and 
lithic workshop and habitation sites, 229A (Hilda 
Creek 2) 230A (Hilda Creek 1). In line with the na-
tional historic site’s designation, these archaeological 
sites clearly show a progression from Ramah chert 
outcrop (Figure 3); to cores, preforms and hammer 
stones (Figures 4 and 5); to flaking debris (Figure 6) 
and finished tools (Figures 7 & 8).  

Figure 7. Paleoeskimo (Dorset) double side notched and base 
fluted endblade. 229A Hilda Creek 2). 

Figure 8. Ramah Chert Labrador Archaic Biface Base (230A 
Hilda Creek 1). 
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Figure 9. Reddick Bight survey area, facing east (460A Reddick Bight 4). 

Figure 10. Possible grave marker, facing west (460A Reddick Bight 4). 
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Given the archaeological significance and na-
ture of the deposits, Parks Canada is proceeding with 
extreme caution to develop a protocol which will al-
low visitors to visit and learn about the area without 
compromising the natural and cultural integrity of the 
site.  
Aggigiak (Branagin Cove) Satellite Camp Impact 
Assessment 
Branagin Cove is situated on the north shore of Sa-
glek Fiord, west of Jens Haven Island and 21km 
northwest of the Torngat Mountains Base Camp and 
Research Station. Aggigiak refers to the inland por-
tion of Branagin Cove, namely the head of the cove 
around where the river empties into the ocean 
(Martin Lougheed, pers. comm. 2017). While poten-
tial satellite camp locations within Branagin Cove 
were assessed in 2014, they were not recommended 
because they contained archaeological sites, were too 
wet and uneven, and/or were too far from the boat 
landing area (Higdon 2015a & b). The cove’s exten-
sive low tidal zone means that the only suitable place 
to bring a boat ashore is at least one kilometer south-
east of the river mouth, along the periphery of 298A 
and 299A (Table 2). A renewed interest in having a 
satellite camp located closer to the base camp in St. 
John’s Harbour prompted the re-assessment of the 
area to the east of the river mouth and the known 
Maritime Archaic site, 300A (Table 2). Not only 

would a satellite camp in this lo-
cation be more accessible than 
the one currently located within 
Southwest Arm, but it would of-
fer more visitor experience op-
portunities, including  hiking, 
bird watching and potential guid-
ed archaeological tours.  
Preliminary Results 
A potential camping area was 
located on the east side of the 
river mouth in an area void of 
surficial archaeological features 
and flake scatters. The nature and 
extent of 298A and 299A were 
also re-examined, to record base-
line data for cultural resource 
management and potential visitor 
experience purposes (Table 2).  
Three previously unrecorded ar-

chaeological sites were also documented along the 15 
to 20m elevation terrace overlooking 298A and 299A 
(Table 2). Survey of a sample of the exposed gravel 
blowouts revealed lithic scatters, but no discernable 
stone features (Figure 13). These lithic scatters were 
at the same approximate elevation as the Maritime 
Archaic and Paleoeskimo lithic scatters, boulder fea-
tures and paving stones described by Thomson 
(1988) at nearby 297A. Additional research is required 
to determine how the occupation along these terraces 
relate to the cultural history of the immediate area.  
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Figure 13. Surveying 453A with Herman Merkeratsuk, Joe Atsatata and Wayne Broomfield. 

Figure 14. Labrador Archaic biface base, 454A. 
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