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Climate change drives multiple processes that threaten the
world’s archaeological sites (Andrews and MacKay 2012; Chap-
man 2002; Colette et al. 2007; Howard 2013). The recent marked
increases in global average temperature and sea level are pre-
dicted to continue, along with increasingly frequent extreme
weather events (IPCC 2013). The Arctic has already experienced
some of the most rapid climate change in the world (Lemmen
et al. 2016) and continues to be particularly impacted through
a combination of increased sea and air temperatures, sea ice
reduction, a longer open-water season, ice sheet melt, and the
warming and thaw of permafrost (IPCC 2013).

ABSTRACT

Climate change is impacting archaeological sites around the globe, and Arctic sites are among the most vulnerable because the region is
experiencing particularly rapid change. In the face of this threat, archaeologists, heritage managers, and northern communities need to
develop strategies for documenting and monitoring Arctic sites and prioritizing them for further investigation. Using three case studies
from Banks Island in the western Canadian Arctic, we demonstrate how magnetometer survey could assist in this process, despite the
region’s poorly developed soils, widespread glacial tills, and periglacial geomorphology, which pose challenges for the technique. The
case studies illustrate the utility of magnetometry in mapping both archaeological and permafrost features in the Arctic, allowing it to
rapidly investigate site structure and assess the level of threat due to climate change.

Les changements climatiques affectent les sites archéologiques partout dans le monde et les sites arctiques sont parmi les plus
vulnérables puisque cette région est caractérisée par des changements particulièrement rapides. Face à cette menace, les archéologues,
les gestionnaires du patrimoine et les communautés nordiques devront développer des stratégies pour documenter et contrôler l’état de
ces sites et prioriser l’étude plus approfondie de certains d’entre eux. Grâce à trois études de cas réalisées sur l’île Banks dans l’Arctique
oriental canadien, nous démontrons ici comment la prospection magnétométrique peut être utile dans ce contexte, malgré l’épaisseur
très mince des sols, la présence répandue de tills et la géomorphologie périglaciaire, qui posent des défis pour l’utilisation de cette
technique de prospection. Ces études de cas illustrent l’utilité de la magnétométrie pour la cartographie des vestiges archéologiques et
des tertres de pergélisol dans l’Arctique, permettant la documentation rapide des structures, et l’évaluation du niveau de vulnérabilité
des sites causé par les changements climatiques.

Coastal erosion, accelerated by permafrost thaw, wave action,
and increased storm surges, means that entire Arctic sites are
being lost to the sea. The Beaufort Sea coast (Figure 1 inset) is
among the hardest hit, with some regions seeing mean coastal
erosion rates of over 6 m per year (Jones et al. 2008). In addi-
tion, some of the area’s coastal sites are being inundated. The
nineteenth-century whaling site on Herschel Island, which is
under consideration for nomination to the UNESCO World Her-
itage List, is perhaps the best known. In an attempt to preserve
them, some of the site’s whaling structures have already been
moved inland (Colette et al. 2007).
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FIGURE 1. Banks Island, showing location of sites mentioned in the text.

Other threats to the Arctic archaeological record include the
severe degradation of near-surface permafrost, which projections
suggest will decrease by 37–81 percent by the end of the twenty-
first century (Collins et al. 2013; IPCC 2013). The cold Arctic cli-
mate has long meant remarkable organic preservation on Arctic
archaeological sites. This rich material record sheds light on past
cultural developments and also includes numerous paleoenvi-
ronmental proxies (plant and animal remains) that can be used
to reconstruct long-term climate records and to examine food
webs, population dynamics, and the evolutionary history of these
species (Jensen et al. 2015). The thawing permafrost and asso-
ciated increase in the depth of the active layer will see marked
deterioration of organic artifacts and environmental remains
that have been preserved in the permafrost, in some cases for
millennia (Blankholm 2009; Hald 2009; Jensen et al. 2015). Per-
mafrost thaw can also lead to the subsidence of level surfaces
and cause slides, flows, and thaw slumps on slopes (Nelson et al.
2001), disturbing the stratigraphic integrity of neighboring sites.

The seasonal thawing and freezing of the active upper layer of
permafrost results in cryoturbation, which moves soils (and the
artifacts they contain) both vertically and horizontally (French
2007; Williams and Smith 1989). This process is already impact-
ing graveyards on Herschel Island, breaking caskets and pushing
them out of the ground (Colette et al. 2007).

In the face of these threats to the Arctic archaeological record,
archaeologists, heritage managers, and northern communities
are scrambling to document threatened sites. Given the size of
the region and the high cost of accessing its archaeological sites,
we need to develop strategies for monitoring sites, assessing
the level of threat, and prioritizing them for further investigation.
Several ongoing research projects in the western North American
Arctic have begun to do so (Anderson 2014; Friesen 2015; Jensen
et al. 2015). Meeting these challenges requires the application
of a range of methods to rapidly gather data about site structure
and to monitor changes to sites that are not under immediate
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FIGURE 2.Magnetometer survey (Bartington Grad 601 Dual Sensor Fluxgate Gradiometer) on Banks Island showing rock
features common on the surface of Arctic sites. Note opened meat cache in the foreground.

threat. Satellite imagery, lidar, drones, 3D scanning, and geophys-
ical techniques can, among other things, be used productively to
these ends. Important work using 3D scanning to digitally doc-
ument threatened sites has already been done (Dawson et al.
2013). Here, we focus on the potential role of magnetometer sur-
vey in managing Arctic sites in the face of climate change. Using
a series of case studies from Banks Island, located on the eastern
edge of the Beaufort Sea, we show how magnetometer survey
can be used to rapidly locate buried features and gather data
about site structure, including differentiating between dwelling
types. These data can either stand alone or be used to strategi-
cally target areas for excavation. We also demonstrate magne-
tometry’s utility in establishing how sites are likely to respond to
coastal erosion, thereby identifying areas that are most at risk.

Archaeological Geophysics and the
Arctic Environment
Geophysical survey techniques have become an indispensable
tool in the nonintrusive identification and mapping of archae-
ological sites and landscapes in many parts of the world (Clark
1990; Johnson 2006; Scollar et al. 1990). However, while near-
surface geophysical techniques are used in a variety of Arctic
applications, including the study of permafrost (Kneisel et al.
2008; Wu et al. 2009), paleoclimate (Begét 1996; Vandenberghe

et al. 2004), and depositional and erosional processes (Nesje
et al. 2001; Zhu et al. 2003), they are rarely employed in the inves-
tigation of archaeological sites. Their potential in this context
is illustrated by their use to identify buried historic iron artifacts
(Arnold 1982; Gibson 1982), locate buried dwellings, burials,
middens, and burnt features, including hearths (Eastaugh and
Taylor 2005, 2011; Stamnes and Gustavsen 2014; Viberg et al.
2009; Viberg et al. 2013), identify buried stone features, including
tent rings (Landry et al. 2015), and distinguish anthropogenic fea-
tures from naturally occurring permafrost and geological features
(Hodgetts et al. 2011; Wolff and Urban 2013).

Magnetometry, due to its ability to detect a broad range of
archaeological features, high spatial resolution, and rapid data
acquisition, has become one of the most widely used geophys-
ical techniques in archaeology (Kvamme 2006) and holds par-
ticular potential for archaeological survey in northern regions.
Capable of surveying up to 1 ha a day at sampling densities of
60 measurements per m2, magnetometry is able to investigate
large areas quickly and resolve the small, ephemeral features
commonly encountered on hunter-gatherer sites (Hodgetts et al.
2011; Kvamme 2003). Both are critical factors in Arctic archaeol-
ogy, since the brief snow-free season and remote location mean
that field seasons are short and expensive. Magnetometry also
has advantages over techniques such as GPR and earth resis-
tance survey because operators carry the instruments above
the ground during data collection (Figure 2). Arctic sites often
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contain stone-built surface features, including tent rings, caches,
hearths, and kayak rests, which impede instruments that must
remain in contact with the ground surface.

A further strength of magnetometer survey is its ability to iden-
tify a range of non-anthropogenic features. While geophysical
anomalies caused by natural features often make it more difficult
to identify those of archaeological origin, geophysical mapping
of permafrost features can be valuable in predicting climate
change impacts on Arctic archaeological sites. Frost action can
create vertical ice wedges that penetrate many meters under-
ground (Murton 2007). While ice wedges often produce linear
depressions on the ground surface, these surface features do not
always reflect the full extent of the subsurface ice. Magnetometer
survey can be used to map these buried ice features (Hodgetts
et al. 2011). This information can assist archaeologists in assess-
ing the level of threat to coastal sites, since ice wedges create
mechanical weaknesses along which eroding coasts can fracture
(Gunther et al. 2013). It can also help archaeologists to monitor
temporal changes in ice wedge extent as part of longer-term
monitoring strategies and to target areas for further investigation
that are either the least disturbed or the most threatened by ice
wedges, depending on their aims.

Although magnetometer survey holds significant potential for
Arctic archaeology, the periglacial environment presents chal-
lenges in its application. The success of any magnetometer
survey depends on a number of factors, in particular the pres-
ence of measurable differences in the magnetic susceptibilities
(the ability of a material to become magnetized) of the soils and
features being investigated (Kvamme 2006). Topsoil typically
becomes magnetically enhanced compared to the subsoil dur-
ing soil development (Dalan 2008; Dearing et al. 1996; Maher
and Taylor 1988). Human activities also magnetically enhance the
iron minerals in soils, primarily through burning (Le Borgne 1955;
1960; Tite and Mullins 1971). Burnt features and features con-
taining burnt material (e.g., hearths, fire-cracked rock, middens)
are common on archeological sites and carry a thermoremanent
magnetism, making them identifiable as characteristic dipole
anomalies, defined as “two equal magnetic poles of oppo-
site sign separated by a very short distance” (Clark 1990:169).
Occupation deposits and middens are also identifiable due to
bacteria-induced magnetic enhancement of organic refuse dur-
ing decomposition (Faßbinder and Stanjik 1993). However, in
regions with limited topsoil development, such as the high Arctic,
magnetometer survey can be less effective because of limited
magnetic contrast between archaeological features and the sur-
rounding subsoil (Kvamme 2006). Another potential impediment
for Arctic magnetic survey is the region’s glacial till deposits com-
posed of gravel and boulders of varying geological composition.
The magnetic properties of igneous rocks, and their jumbled
arrangement within the till, can produce magnetic signals that
either are indistinguishable from or “drown out” those of archae-
ological interest (Clark 1990; Hodgetts et al. 2011; Horsley and
Dockrill 2002).

Proximity to the magnetic pole also has an effect on the results
of Arctic geophysical survey. Both the strength and inclination
of the earth’s magnetic field change with geomagnetic latitude
(proximity to the magnetic pole), with typical strengths ranging
from 30,000 nT at the equator to 60,000 nT at the poles, and the
inclination of the magnetic field ranging from horizontal at the

equator to vertical at the poles (Kvamme 2006; Tite 1972). As the
measured field is the vector sum of the earth’s magnetic field and
the field created by a local feature, the shape of the resulting
anomaly depends on the geomagnetic latitude of the survey (Tite
1972).

In the mid-northern latitudes, where angle of inclination usually
ranges between 55 and 75 degrees (Kvamme 2006), a normal
dipole anomaly resulting from a feature with induced magnetism,
such as a refuse-filled pit, will be slightly offset from the feature
itself. When measured with a fluxgate gradiometer, the most
commonly used magnetometer for archaeological applications,
the anomaly is characterized by a profile with a maximum pos-
itive peak south of the source by approximately one-third the
source to sensor distance, and a negative trough to the north of
the source (Schmidt 2007; Tite 1972). As geomagnetic latitude
increases, the maximum positive peak measured by a fluxgate
gradiometer becomes stronger and shifts northward relative
to the source, becoming centered directly over the source at
the magnetic pole, while at the same time the corresponding
negative trough diminishes in strength (Clark 1990; Weymouth
1986). Thus, at the magnetic pole, when results are presented as
a magnetic map (as in the case studies below), a dipole anomaly
resulting from induced magnetization would show a central high
ringed by a low, while at mid-northern continental latitudes it
would show a high adjacent to a low, aligned to the magnetic
pole (Kvamme 2006). Objects with remanent magnetism, such
as iron items and igneous rocks, produce anomalies referred to
as non-normal dipoles. They show a more pronounced nega-
tive trough than normal dipoles (Weymouth 1986). While they
generally show as a high adjacent to a low, the orientation of
the dipolar alignment depends on the orientation of the objects
themselves (Kvamme 2006). However, because the angle of incli-
nation is vertical (90°) at the magnetic pole, an anomaly resulting
from in situ thermoremanent magnetism at the magnetic north
pole would show a central high ringed by a low, similar to anoma-
lies produced by features with induced magnetism.

Despite these challenges, the potential of Arctic magnetometry
is supported by the results of geophysical surveys from a variety
of northern regions, including Alaska (Wolff and Urban 2013),
Arctic and Subarctic Canada (Eastaugh and Taylor 2005, 2011;
Hodgetts et al. 2011; Landry et al. 2015), and northern Europe
(Horsley and Dockrill 2002; Stamnes and Gustavsen 2014; Viberg
et al. 2009; Viberg et al. 2013). These studies suggest that mag-
netometer survey can successfully document the archaeological
features of interest on sites created by Arctic hunter-gatherers.
Other geophysical techniques, including ground-penetrating
radar and electromagnetic survey, have been less successful at
resolving archaeological features, although they provide valu-
able information on the underlying geology, stratigraphy, and
geomorphology (Meulendyk et al. 2012; Wolff and Urban 2013).

Case Studies
Three case studies illustrate the benefits of magnetometer sur-
vey for archaeologists and cultural resource managers working in
the Arctic. The sites in question, McClure’s Cache, Cape Kellett,
and Agvik, are located on Banks Island, Northwest Territories
(Figure 1), and were surveyed between 2010 and 2014. Banks
Island sits on the eastern edge of the Beaufort Sea, and while
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its coasts are not the worst affected by erosion in the region,
they are under considerable threat (Lantuit et al. 2010; Lem-
men et al. 2016). Geologically, the Banks Island Coastal Plain,
which runs along the island’s west coast, is underlain by uncon-
solidated Tertiary or early Pleistocene sands and gravel and is
characterized by low rolling hills. To the east, the remainder of
the island forms the Banks Island Lowland ecoregion. It consists
largely of late Proterozoic stratified rocks (sandstone, siltstone,
and shale), with gabbro sill intrusions (Ecological Stratification
Working Group 1995). Surface deposits have been extensively
reworked by fluvial, glacial, and marine processes. Permafrost is
deep and continuous across the island and is characterized by
high ice content and frequent ice wedges. The island ranges in
latitude from 72 to 74 degrees north and has an inclination of 84
degrees at Sachs Harbour on its south coast. The shape of mag-
netic dipole anomalies resulting from induced magnetism will
therefore be intermediate between those seen at mid-northern
latitudes (magnetic high adjacent to magnetic low) and those
expected at the magnetic pole (magnetic high surrounded by a
magnetic low).

We conducted two surveys (Cape Kellett and Agvik) with a Bart-
ington Grad 601 Dual Sensor Fluxgate Gradiometer, and one
(McClure’s Cache) with a Geoscan FM256 Fluxgate Gradiometer.
The surveys utilized grids of 20 m by 20 m, and logged readings
at 0.125 m intervals along parallel traverses spaced 0.25 m apart.
The only exception was McClure’s Cache, where we used a larger
traverse interval of 0.50 m. We downloaded the raw data from
the magnetometer surveys into Geoplot 3.00t for processing
and conversion into grayscale images. The presented results are
clipped to ±3 nT to strengthen the contrast of archaeological
features relative to the strong magnetic responses resulting from
igneous erratics and iron objects on all three sites.

McClure’s Cache (QaPv-1)
McClure’s Cache (Figure 1) is a deposit of goods left in 1853 on
the coast of Mercy Bay, on Banks Island’s north coast, by Cap-
tain Robert McClure and the crew of HMS Investigator during
their failed attempt to locate Sir John Franklin and his men. The
cache was comprised of their unused supplies, including casks
of salt meat and dry goods, clothing, six small boats, muskets,
ammunition, and a supply of coal.

Our magnetometer survey of the site was part of the HMS Inves-
tigator Rediscovery Project (Cohen 2013), launched by Parks
Canada Agency in 2010, which sought to locate the ship in
Mercy Bay and record evidence of the crew’s land-based activ-
ities around McClure’s Cache. The principal aim of the magne-
tometer survey was to locate the unmarked graves of three British
sailors who perished during the expedition and were buried in
1852. Historic accounts (Armstrong 1857; Neatby 1967; Nelson
1967; Osborn 1969) described the graves on the shore near the
ship, but previous pedestrian surveys had failed to locate them.
The Mercy Bay coast, like many parts of Banks Island, is seeing
increasing subsidence and retrogressive thaw slumping due to
thawing permafrost (Segal et al. 2016). Figure 3 shows a large
thaw slump that opened up adjacent to the McClure’s Cache
site during the 2010 field season. It was important to locate the
graves to assess their risk of damage as a result of such pro-
cesses.

The survey area encompassed the coal deposit, the adjacent
concentration of broken barrels, and a large area of gently slop-
ing ground to their north (Figure 4). The magnetometer survey
took less than a day to locate the graves, which took the form of
three positive lozenge-shaped anomalies, approximately 50 m
north of the main cache (Figure 4a). Inspection of the ground sur-
face confirmed the anomalies as graves, with the cuts still visible,
and in one case a low mound of earth marked the feature. A sin-
gle round positive anomaly east of the central grave (Figure 4b)
was likely associated with the grave marker mentioned in the
journal of Johann Miertsching (Neatby 1967), the Moravian mis-
sionary who served as the ship’s Inuktitut translator. Likewise, two
backfilled, 1 m2 test pits, likely from Clifford Hickey’s unpublished
excavations in the 1980s, also presented as large positive anoma-
lies (Figure 4c). As expected, the survey also identified many
dipolar anomalies of varying orientation, which correspond with
iron artifacts, including barrel hoops and tin can fragments, lying
on the site surface (Figure 4).

Cape Kellett (OlRr-1)
Cape Kellett is the earliest known Thule Inuit site on Banks
Island, and one of the earliest in Arctic Canada (Figure 1), with
two phases of occupation around cal A.D. 1200 and 1350. The
site was first recorded by T. H. Manning in 1952 and consists of
an alignment of nine winter houses along a gravel beach. The
remains of Manning’s wooden shack and a relatively recent tent
ring are also visible at the site (Figure 5). While the full extent
of Manning’s (1956a, 1956b) excavation is unknown, our field-
work identified three partially excavated dwellings (Figure 5:H6,
H8, and H9) and three others (Figure 5:H3, H4, H5) that show
evidence of disturbance related to his work, to looting, or to ero-
sion. The two westernmost houses (H1 and H2) have been largely
destroyed by erosion. Three large ice wedges, visible as linear
surface depressions, also cut through the site.

We hoped Cape Kellett would provide the opportunity to inves-
tigate the effects of permafrost action and previous excavation
on the magnetometer data and allow us to explore the potential
of magnetometry in documenting the full extent of ice wedges
at the site as well as the internal structure of Thule winter houses.
The survey area was positioned over seven of the dwellings,
including House 6 excavated by Manning and the three dis-
turbed structures, and also encompassed surface evidence of ice
wedges and Manning’s shack (Figure 5).

Unfortunately, the results of the Cape Kellett survey are less clear
than those obtained from McClure’s Cache, due to numerous
small, round positive and dipolar anomalies of varying mag-
netic intensity distributed across the site (Figure 5). Many of the
stronger dipolar anomalies were identified as iron objects lying
on the beach surface (Figure 5a). They are particularly dense in
the vicinity of Manning’s collapsed shack where iron nails and
other fixings litter the ground surface (Figure 5b). However,
ground truthing at the site revealed that many of the anoma-
lies result from igneous cobbles deposited within the substrate.
The magnetic response of these cobbles varies considerably from
0 nT, for cobbles of sedimentary origin, to beyond the range of
the instrument (100 nT) for igneous cobbles, depending on their
size, orientation (which determines the shape of the anomaly),
depth below surface, and geological composition (both influenc-
ing the strength of the anomaly). Similar anomalies have been
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FIGURE 3. Thaw slump due to melting permafrost at McClure’s Cache (QaPv-1).

attributed to igneous rocks on other Arctic sites (Hodgetts et al.
2011; Hodgetts et al. 2015). They represent one of the great-
est impediments to Arctic magnetometer survey, as their mag-
netic responses are often indistinguishable from other sources
of remanent magnetism of archaeological interest, such as iron
objects. Additionally, when present in large numbers they “drown
out” the subtler responses associated with archaeological fea-
tures and impede their identification. This “noise” made it diffi-
cult to differentiate between intact and disturbed house features
at the site. The Cape Kellett case study highlights the limitations
of magnetometry in interpreting archaeological site structure in
Arctic settings with large numbers of glacially deposited igneous
cobbles.

Despite these limitations, our survey identified dipolar anomalies
caused by the ice wedges (Figure 5). These anomalies extend
beyond the visible surface traces, indicating that the buried ice
wedges are larger than they appear on the surface. It also iden-
tified another ice wedge with no surface trace, running through
House 4 (Figure 5d; Figure 6). The boundary between the tun-
dra vegetation and the exposed gravel beach is also visible as a
diffuse linear positive anomaly (Figure 5e). House 5 was the only
one of the seven surveyed houses that was clearly identifiable in
the results. The structure presents as a weak sub-circular positive
anomaly surrounding a weak negative center (Figure 6).

Agvik (OkRn-1)
Agvik (OkRn-1) is a Thule Inuit site (ca. cal A.D. 1350–1550)
located approximately 50 km southeast along the coast from
Cape Kellett on a high bluff overlooking Amundsen Gulf
(Figure 1). It includes the remains of 14 dwellings, 11 of which
cluster near a gully (Figure 7), and a further three of which
are located between 100 and 200 m to the northeast. They
are visible as round depressions ringed by low mounds. The
gully, which borders the western edge of the site, is eroding
rapidly toward the adjacent dwellings. Comparison of the gully
edge documented in 2014 to that mapped by Arnold (2010) in
2009 indicates that it has eroded up to 20 m in that five-year
period (Figure 7). If the erosion continues at that rate, the four
dwellings immediately adjacent to the gully could disappear
in the next five years. We also witnessed substantial chunks
of coast (upward of 20 m in depth) falling into the sea within
a few kilometers of Agvik. A similar event at the site would
leave very little buffer between the active cliff face and the
dwellings.

We established a survey grid covering approximately 6,400 m2

over the dwellings in the immediate vicinity of the gully and cliff
face (Figure 7). Anomalies in the magnetometer data allowed
us to identify numerous archaeological and natural features
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FIGURE 4. Results from McClure’s Cache (QaPv-1) survey area showing the dense concentration of dipolar anomalies associated
with the cache site: (a) graves, (b) grave marker, and (c) unmapped 1980s test units.

(Figure 8). The most obvious are those resulting from ice wedges,
which show as negative, and, to a lesser extent, dipolar anoma-
lies that crisscross the site. There is little surface evidence for
some of these features, so the survey results are useful in estab-
lishing the level of threat from buried permafrost features to
individual dwellings. The most prominent ice wedge is repre-
sented by the negative linear anomaly that runs southwest to
northeast across the entire survey area (Figure 8a). Between 2009
and 2015, the gully erosion was greatest along the line of this ice
wedge. Having a map of the subsurface ice allows us to predict
the most likely direction of future erosion and which dwellings are
under most imminent threat. A similar line of erosion is begin-
ning to develop along a smaller ice wedge immediately north
of Dwelling 2 (Figure 7). The cliff edge is another area of con-
cern, since this region of the Banks Island coast is eroding rapidly.
The magnetometer data indicate that an ice wedge runs paral-
lel to the cliff (Figure 8b), forming a weak point along which the
sandy coastal soils could cleave as they are weakened through

permafrost thaw. The survey also identified many small, round
positive anomalies located in the vicinity of the depressions
(Figure 8c). The cut features from McClure’s Cache, including the
graves and backfilled test units, produced similar positive anoma-
lies, indicating that these may also represent cut features such as
pits.

We also identified numerous anomalies associated with the
dwellings. Significantly, despite the surface similarities of the
dwellings, the magnetometer survey, in combination with
excavation evidence, suggests that the structures represent at
least two types: winter houses and qarmat (singular: qarmaq).
Thule Inuit winter houses were large, oval semi-subterranean
structures with a flagstone or driftwood floor; a raised rear sleep-
ing platform of stone slabs; walls of stone and whalebone; a sod
roof; and an entrance tunnel (McGhee 1978). Qarmat are gener-
ally defined as less substantial structures with a smaller, shallower
central depression, and a skin as opposed to sod roof (Boas
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FIGURE 5. Results of the magnetometer survey at Cape Kellett (OlRr-1), showing numerous small dipolar anomalies and
subsurface ice features.

2013 [1888]; Mathiassen 1927). They were primarily occupied in
the transitional seasons of spring and fall, though there are also
accounts of their use through the winter (Mathiassen 1927). There
was clearly considerable variability in the construction of both
types of dwelling. Winter houses ranged from large, heavily built
“high-cost/low-maintenance” structures to smaller, more lightly
built “low-cost/high maintenance” ones (Dawson 2001). Qarmat
varied from surface structures to semi-subterranean ones of vary-
ing depth, with or without entrance tunnels (Boas 2013 [1888];
Park 1988). While there was doubtless overlap between the two
types, individual dwellings may be more closely aligned with one
or the other.

Prior to 2014, Arnold (2010) and our team interpreted all of
the dwellings at Agvik as winter houses. However, the exca-
vation of Dwelling 2 revealed a collapsed sod wall around a
ground-level earthen platform, which ringed a central depres-
sion. Because in most cases the entire interior of winter houses is
semi-subterranean, with a raised stone or driftwood platform at
the rear of the structure, we now interpret Dwelling 2 as a qarmaq

(Hodgetts et al. 2014). It conforms quite closely to Boas’s (2013
[1888]:Figure 498) illustration of a qarmaq.

The anomalies associated with Dwelling 2 included a num-
ber of positive magnetic highs located in the center of the
dwelling and two weak, diffuse positive magnetic highs imme-
diately outside to the east and south (Figure 9:D2). Excavation
demonstrated that these resulted from small, discrete fea-
tures, including a central cooking area with large deposits of
burnt material, several storage pits (filled with organic remains),
and two thin external middens. While the magnetic response
of some of the other dwellings is obscured because of their
proximity to ice wedges (D10 and D11), several (D3, D4, and
D8) display arrangements of anomalies similar to Dwelling 2.
Like Dwelling 2, all of these structures are at the smaller end of
the size range at the site, and none have the remains of whale-
bone posts projecting from their surface. These anomalies
may therefore represent other qarmaq, as we can reasonably
expect weaker, less well-defined anomalies associated with struc-
tures with a smaller, shallower semi-subterranean component,
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FIGURE 6. Detail of magnetometer results at Cape Kellett (OlRr-1) showing the differences between House 4, where a
substantial ice wedge obscures the structure, and House 5, where the structure is clearly visible.

and stronger, more clearly defined anomalies with those that
have a larger, deeper, semi-subterranean component contain-
ing more magnetically enhanced occupation and/or midden
deposits and more substantial architecture. This interpreta-
tion is supported by the magnetic responses of three of the
largest structures (D5, D6, and D7), which are associated with
ring-shaped positive anomalies (sometimes discontinuous) sur-

rounding the central depression (Figure 8, Figure 9:D5 and D7).
These anomalies look very similar to that from House 5 at Cape
Kellett.

The magnetometer results from Agvik suggest two dwelling
types, producing distinct magnetic anomalies resulting from vary-
ing architectural forms and/or different occupational intensity
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FIGURE 7.Map of Agvik (OkRn-1), showing dwelling locations, eroding gully, and magnetometer survey area.

associated with different functions or seasons of occupation.
Faunal remains from Dwelling 2 demonstrate that it was occu-
pied in late winter to spring and also in fall. Those from Dwelling
5 suggest fall and winter occupation. Dwelling 1, another large
dwelling, not included in the magnetometer survey, suggest a
primarily winter occupation (Kotar 2016). The magnetometer
survey, Dwelling 2 excavation, and zooarchaeological analysis
together suggest that the smaller structures at Agvik represent
qarmat, occupied primarily in spring and fall, and that the larger
structures represent more substantial winter houses.

Discussion
These case studies demonstrate that magnetometer survey pro-
vides a means of rapidly documenting the structure of sites,
locating archaeological features of interest, and differentiating
between certain dwelling types, and can therefore increase the
efficiency of archaeological activities on some Arctic sites as we
attempt to mediate the impacts of climate change. At McClure’s
Cache, it rapidly located the position of the sailor’s graves, a
standard application of the technique, though rare in an Arctic
context. The efficiency of the McClure’s Cache survey will, hope-
fully, encourage those responsible for managing Arctic sites to
consider magnetometer survey as a useful tool to help maximize
field time, given the logistical challenges of Arctic research.

At Agvik, the magnetometer results suggested structural differ-
ences between the dwellings at the site. Combined with limited

excavation and subsequent faunal analysis, these differences
indicate seasonal movements between more substantial winter
houses and less heavily built spring/fall qarmat by the site’s occu-
pants. This was the only site where our research permit allowed
for excavation to ground-truth the geophysical survey results.
Ground-truthing revealed that archaeological features (e.g.,
refuse-filled pits and external middens) with magnetic suscep-
tibility values that contrast with those of the surrounding soil,
created positive anomalies, or positive anomalies partially or
completely ringed by negative ones. The latter is exactly what
we would expect from a dipolar anomaly resulting from induced
magnetism at this high latitude. In this case, the integration of
magnetometer survey with excavation allowed us to develop a
much fuller understanding of the site.

While these elements of the McClure’s Cache and Agvik data are
promising, other results from Cape Kellett and Agvik illustrate
that the technique is not a panacea, mapping the location of
archaeological features and providing information about dwelling
structure in all cases. When the substrate is glacial till containing
large numbers of igneous cobbles, they “wash out” anomalies
associated with archaeological features in the same way as recent
ferrous metal objects across a site. The strong linear negative
or dipolar anomalies produced by ice wedges likewise obscure
anomalies of archaeological interest.

Nonetheless, all three case studies highlight the utility of the
magnetometer data in assessing the threat to the archaeological
remains as a result of climate change processes. At McClure’s
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FIGURE 8. Results of magnetometer survey at Agvik (OkRn-1), revealing the numerous subsurface ice features that crisscross the
site.

Cache, the magnetometer survey assisted in evaluating the
threat to the graves simply by determining their location. The
graves are on level ground, so are not imminently threatened by
thaw slump activity at the site, which occurs on sloping terrain. At
Cape Kellett and Agvik, ice wedges accelerate coastal erosion.
Mapping them with the magnetometer allowed us to predict the
trajectory of future erosion and thereby determine which archae-
ological features are most imminently threatened.

Conclusion
Magnetometry is clearly useful in many Arctic contexts, for
rapidly mapping both archaeological and permafrost features.
Research in other regions has repeatedly shown that, because
different geophysical techniques are better at identifying differ-
ent types of cultural and natural features, they are most effective
when used in concert (e.g., Keay et al. 2009; Kvamme et al. 2006).

The use of electromagnetic survey and ground penetrating radar
(GPR) on Arctic sites has had mixed results, often proving more
effective at mapping natural geological features than archae-
ological ones (e.g., Landry et al. 2015; Wolff and Urban 2013).
However, Urban et al. (2012) provide a strong example of the
integration of these techniques with magnetometry to maxi-
mize information about site structure at an Inupiat site in Alaska.
There, the conductivity, magnetic susceptibility, and magnetome-
ter data were each better at identifying certain kinds of features
(a dog yard, burnt area, and hearths, respectively). Their GPR
data, while less useful for discriminating particular feature types,
provided depth estimates and 3D visualizations of features iden-
tified using the other techniques.

GPR also has great potential not just in high-resolution volu-
metric imaging of archaeological features but also permafrost
features. GPR is widely used by permafrost scientists to map
changes in the active permafrost layer (e.g., Kneisel et al. 2008;
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FIGURE 9. Detail of magnetometer survey at Agvik (OkRn-1),
showing anomalies associated with three of the semi-
subterranean dwelling features.

Wu et al. 2009). It could be used to monitor permafrost depth
on archaeological sites, as well as the depth and 3D structure of
ice wedges delineated using magnetometer survey. Meulendyk
et al. (2012) have used GPR to map the stratigraphy and internal
structure of ice patches associated with past human caribou hunt-
ing, including identifying caribou dung horizons. Used in concert

with magnetometry as part of a monitoring program involving
repeated visits to sites, GPR could track temporal changes in
the depth of active permafrost and other periglacial features
that impact both the preservation of organic artifacts and strati-
graphic integrity on Arctic sites.

As we noted earlier, there is a pressing need for archaeologists
to prioritize Arctic archaeological sites for salvage, monitoring,
and documentation based on their cultural and historical signif-
icance and the degree to which they are threatened by climate
change. The relative value of sites is a complex issue, and one
that will have to be addressed in partnership with northern com-
munities, whose cultural heritage it represents. The scope of
this task is daunting, but the consequence of failing to act will
be a serious loss of information about past ways of life and envi-
ronmental conditions in the Arctic. Because they can map the
near-surface geophysical properties of a large area in a matter
of hours or days, magnetometer survey and other geophysical
techniques are valuable tools in systematic efforts to assess and
monitor the level of climate change–related threat at sites and
to document threatened sites and target areas for excavation.
In so doing, they help us maximize our onsite efforts and make
more efficient use of our time and funding as we respond to this
threat.

Acknowledgments
We are grateful to all our friends and colleagues in Sachs Har-
bour and to the Sachs Harbour Hunters and Trappers Committee
and the Sachs Harbour Community Corporation for their ongoing
support of our work. Many thanks to the Ikaahuk Archaeology
Project field crews of 2013 and 2014, the Investigator Rediscov-
ery Project (IRP) field crew of 2010, and Parks Canada’s Western
Arctic Field unit. We thank Henry Cary for inviting us to partici-
pate in the IRP and sharing his survey data from McClure’s Cache,
Charles Arnold for sharing shared his field notes from Agvik
and historical photos from Cape Kellett, and Jean-Francois
Millaire and Magali Morlion for translating the abstract into
French. Thanks also to the four anonymous reviewers, whose
comments helped us improve the paper. This research was
funded by the Social Sciences and Humanities Research
Council of Canada (Insight Grant 435-2012-0367 awarded to
Hodgetts), Parks Canada Agency, the Polar Continental
Shelf Program, and the Northern Scientific Training Program.
The fieldwork at McClure’s Cache was carried out under
Northwest Territories (NWT) archaeologist permit 2010-
001 (awarded to Ryan Harris and Henry Cary); that at Cape
Kellett and Agvik under NWT archaeologist permits 2013-
006 and 2014–015 (awarded to Lisa Hodgetts). Permits
were issued by Prince of Wales Northern Heritage Cen-
tre and permit holders adhered to the conditions of each
permit.

Data Availability Statement
Copies of the original field notes, photographs, and field reports
are archived at Prince of Wales Northern Heritage Centre. For
access, e-mail archaeology@gov.nt.ca, call 867-767-9347 x 71252,
or write to NWT Archaeology Program, Prince of Wales Northern
Heritage Centre, PO Box 1320, 4750 48th Street, Yellowknife NT,
X1A 2L9, Canada.

May 2017 Advances in Archaeological Practice A Journal of the Society for American Archaeology 121

https://doi.org/10.1017/aap.2017.4 Published online by Cambridge University Press

mailto:archaeology@gov.nt.ca
https://doi.org/10.1017/aap.2017.4


Lisa M. Hodgetts and Edward J. H. Eastaugh

REFERENCES CITED
Anderson, Shelby

2014 Collaborative Research Projects Investigate Impacts of Climate
Change on Arctic Archaeology. Witness the Arctic Winter 2014(1):28–32.

Andrews, Thomas D., and Glenn MacKay
2012 The Archaeology and Paleoecology of Alpine Ice Patches: A Global

Perspective. Arctic 65 (Suppl. 1):iii–vi.
Armstrong, Alexander

1857 A Personal Narrative of the North-West Passage with Numerous
Incidents of Travel and Adventure during nearly Five Years’ Continuous
Service in the Arctic Regions while in Search of the Expedition under Sir
John Franklin. Hurst and Blackett, London.

Arnold, Charles D.
1982 Proposal for a Victoria Harbour Geophyscial/Archaeological Project.

2352, V1 vols. Canadian Museum of History, Gatineau.
2010 Archaeological Investigations near Fish Lake, Southwestern Banks

Island, NWT in 2009. On file at Prince of Wales Northern Heritage
Centre.

Begét, James E.
1996 Tephrochronology and Paleoclimatology of the Last

Interglacial-Glacial Cycle Recorded in Alaskan Loess Deposits.
Quaternary International 34:121–126.

Blankholm, Hans Peter
2009 Long-Term Research and Cultural Resource Management Strategies

in Light of Climate Change and Human Impact. Arctic Anthropology
46:17–24.

Boas, Franz
2013 [1888] The Central Eskimo. In Sixth Annual Report of the Bureau of

Ethnology to the Secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, 1884–1885,
edited by Louise Hope. Project Gutenberg Ebook. Electronic document,
http://gutenberg.readingroo.ms/4/2/0/8/42084/42084-h/42084-h.htm,
accessed March 14, 2017.

Chapman, Henry P.
2002 Global Warming: The Implications for Sustainable Archaeological

Resource Management. Conservation and Management of
Archaeological Sites 5:241–245.

Clark, Anthony
1990 Seeing Beneath the Soil. Prospecting Methods in Archaeology.

Batsford Press, London.
Cohen, Andrew

2013 Lost Beneath the Ice: The Story of HMS Investigator. Dundurn,
Toronto.

Colette, Augustine, Bastian Bomhard, Alton C. Byers, May Cassar,
Carolina Castellanos, Pablo Dourojeani, Marie-Jose Elloumi, Junhi Han,
Ove Hoegh-Guldberg, Mohamad Khawlie, Elizabeth Mcleod,
John Merson, Guy F. Midgley, Peter J. Mous, Douglas Olynyk, Ali
Ould Sidi, Rod DSalm, Lhakpa Norbu Sherpa, and Christopher Young

2007 Case Studies on Climate Change and World Heritage. UNESCO
World Heritage Centre, Paris.

Collins, Matthew, Reto Knutti, J. Arblaster, J.-L. Dufresne, T. Fichefet,
P. Friedlingstein, X. Gao, W. J. Gutowski, T. Johns, M. Krinner,
M. Shongwe, C. Tebaldi, A. J. Weaver, and M. Wehner

2013 Long-Term Climate Change: Projections, Commitments and
Irreversibility. In Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis.
Contribution of Working Group I to the Fifth Assessment Report of the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, edited by Thomas F.
Stocker, Dahe Qin, Gian-Kasper Plattner, Melinda M.B. Tignor, Simon K.
Allen, Judith Boschung, Alexander Nauels, Yu Xia, Vincent Bex and
Pauline M. Midgley. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge and New
York.

Dalan, Rinita A.
2008 A Review of the Role of Magnetic Susceptibility in

Archaeogeophysical Studies in the USA: Recent Developments and
Prospects. Archaeological Prospection 15(1):1–31.

Dawson, Peter C.
2001 Interpreting Variability in Thule Inuit Architecture: A Case

Study from the Canadian High Arctic. American Antiquity 66:453–470.

Dawson, Peter C., Margaret M. Bertulli, Richard Levy, Chris Tucker, Lyle Dick,
and Panik Lynn Cousins

2013 Application of 3D Laser Scanning to the Preservation of Fort Conger,
a Historic Polar Research Base on Northern Ellesmere Island, Arctic
Canada. Arctic 66(2):147–158.

Dearing, John A., Karen L. Hay, Serwan M. J. Baban, Anna S. Huddleston,
Elizabeth M. H. Wellington, and Peter J. Loveland

1996 Magnetic Susceptibility of Soil: An Evaluation of Conflicting Theories
Using a National Data Set. Geophysical Journal International
127(3):728–734.

Eastaugh, Edward J. H., and Jeremy Taylor
2005 Geophysical Survey of the Dorset Palaeoeskimo Site of Point Riche.
Newfoundland and Labrador Studies 20(1):157–173.

2011 Settlement Size and Structural Complexity: A Case Study in
Geophysical Survey at Phillip’s Garden, Port au Choix. In The Cultural
Landscapes of Port Au Choix: Precontact Hunter-Gatherers in
Northwestern Newfoundland, edited by M.A. Priscilla Renouf, pp.
179–188. Springer, New York.

Ecological Stratification Working Group
1995 A National Ecological Framework for Canada. Agriculture and

Agri-Food Canada, Research Branch, Centre for Land and Biological
Resources Research and Environment Canada, State of the Environment
Directorate, Ecozone Analysis Branch.

Faßbinder, Jörg W. E., and Helge Stanjek
1993 Occurrence of Bacterial Magnetite in Soils from Archaeological Sites.
Archaeologia Polana 31:33–50.

French, Hugh M.
2007 The Periglacial Environment. 3rd ed. John Willey and Sons,

Chichester, UK.

Friesen, T. Max
2015 The Arctic CHAR Project: Climate Change Impacts on the Inuvialuit

Archaeological Record. Les Nouvelles de l’archeologie 141:31–37.

Gibson, Terrance H.
1982 Magnetic Survey and Archaeological Site Assessment. Unpublished

Master’s thesis, Department of Anthropology, University of Alberta,
Edmonton.

Gunther, Frank, Paul P. Overduin, Alexandr V. Sandakov, Guido Grosse, and
Mikhail N. Grigoriev

2013 Short- and Long-Term Thermo-Erosion of Ice-Rich Permafrost Coasts
in the Laptev Sea Region. Biogeosciences 10:4297–4318.

Hald, Morten
2009 Past Climate Change and Perspectives for Archaeological Research:

Examples from Norway, Svalbard, and Adjoining Seas. Arctic
Anthropology 46(1/2):8–16.

Hodgetts, Lisa M., Peter Dawson, and Edward Eastaugh
2011 Archaeological Magnetometry in an Arctic Setting: A Case Study

from Maguse Lake, Nunavut. Journal of Archaeological Science
38(7):1754–1762.

Hodgetts, Lisa M., Edward Eastaugh, Colleen Haukaas, and Laura Kelvin
2014 The Ikaahuk Archaeology Project: Report on the 2013 Field Season.

Manuscript on file at Prince of Wales Northern Heritage Centre,
Department of Education, Culture and Employment, Government of the
Northwest Territories, 4750 48 Street, P.O. Box 1320, Yellowknife, NT, X1A
2L9, Canada.

Hodgetts, Lisa M., Edward Eastaugh, and Jordon Munizzi
2015 The Ikaahuk Archaeology Project: Report on the 2014 Field Season.

Manuscript on file at Prince of Wales Northern Heritage Centre,
Department of Education, Culture and Employment, Government of the
Northwest Territories, 4750 48 Street, P.O. Box 1320, Yellowknife, NT, X1A
2L9, Canada.

Horsley, Timothy J., and Stephen J. Dockrill
2002 A Preliminary Assessment of the Use of Routine Geophysical

Techniques for the Location, Characterization and Interpretation of
Buried Archaeology in Iceland. Archaeologia Icelandica 2:10–33.

Howard, Andy J.
2013 Managing Global Heritage in the Face of Future Climate Change:

The Importance of Understanding Geological and Geomorphological

Advances in Archaeological Practice A Journal of the Society for American Archaeology May 2017122

https://doi.org/10.1017/aap.2017.4 Published online by Cambridge University Press

http://gutenberg.readingroo.ms/4/2/0/8/42084/42084-h/42084-h.htm
https://doi.org/10.1017/aap.2017.4


The Role of Magnetometry in Managing Arctic Archaeological Sites in the Face of Climate Change

Processes and Hazards. International Journal of Heritage Studies
19(7):632–658.

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC)
2013 Climate Change 2013. The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of
Working Group I to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Inter-
governmental Panel on Climate Change. Intergovernmental Panel on
Climate Change. Electronic document, http://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar5/
wg1/, accessed January 23, 2017.

Jensen, Anne M., Ben Fitzhugh, George Hambrecht, Tom Dawson,
Andrew Dugmore, Ramona Harrison, and Thomas H. McGovern

2015 Distributed Observing Networks of the Past: Using Archaeological
Sites to Study Global Change. Poster presented at the Society for
American Archaeology Annual Meeting, San Francisco, California.

Johnson, Jay K.
2006 Introduction. In Remote Sensing in Archaeology: An Explicitly North
American Perspective, edited by Jay K. Johnson, pp. 1–16. University of
Alabama Press, Tuscaloosa.

Jones, Benjamin M., Kenneth M. Hinkel, Christopher D. Arp, and
Wendy R. Eisner

2008 Modern Erosion Rates and Loss of Coastal Features and Sites,
Beaufort Sea Coastline, Alaska. Arctic 61(4):361–372.

Keay, Simon, Graeme Earl, Sophie Hay, Stephen Kay, Jessica Ogden, and
Kristian D. Strutt

2009 The Role of Integrated Geophysical Survey Methods in the
Assessment of Archaeological Landscapes: The Case of Portus.
Archaeological Prospection 16(3):154–166.

Kneisel, Christof, Christian Hauck, Richard Fortier, and Brian Moorman
2008 Advances in Geophysical Methods for Permafrost Investigations.
Permafrost and Periglacial Processes 19(2):157–178.

Kotar, Katherine
2016 Variability in Thule Inuit Subsistence Economy: A Faunal Analysis of

OkRn-1, Banks Island, N.W.T. Master’s thesis, Department of
Anthropology, University of Western Ontario. Electronic Thesis and
Dissertation Repository. Paper 3776.

Kvamme, Kenneth L.
2003 Geophysical Surveys as Landscape Archaeology. American Antiquity

68:435–458.
2006 Magnetometry: Nature’s Gift to Archaeology. In Remote Sensing in
Archaeology: An Explicitly North American Perspective, edited by
Jay K. Johnson, pp. 205–233. University of Alabama Press, Tuscaloosa.

Kvamme, Kenneth L., Jay K. Johnson, and Bryan S. Haley
2006 Multiple Methods Surveys: Case Studies. In Remote Sensing in
Archaeology: An Explicitly North American Perspective, edited by Jay
K. Johnson, pp. 251–257. University of Alabama Press, Tuscaloosa.

Landry, David B., Ian J. Ferguson, S. Brooke Milne, and Robert W. Park
2015 Combined Geophysical Approach in a Complex Arctic

Archaeological Environment: A Case Study from the LdFa-1 Site,
Southern Baffin Island, Nunavut. Archaeological Prospection
22(3):157–170.

Lantuit, Hugues, Pier Paul Overduin, Nicole Couture, Sebastian Wetterich,
Felix Aré, David Atkinson, Jerry Brown, Georgy Cherkashov,
Dmitry Drozdov, Donald Lawrence Forbes, Allison Graves-Gaylord,
Mikhail Grigoriev, Hans-Wolfgang Hubberton, Jordan, James,
Torre Jorgensen, Rune Strand Ødegård, Stanislav Ogorodov,
Wayne H. Pollard, Volker Rachold, Sergey Sedenko, Steve Solomon,
Frits Steenhuisen, Irina Streletskaya, and Alexander Vasiliev

2012 The Arctic Coastal Dynamics Database: A New Classification Scheme
and Statistics on Arctic Permafrost Coastlines. Estuaries and Coasts
35(2):383–400.

Le Borgne, Eugène
1955 Susceptibilité Magnétique Anormale du Sol Superficiel. Annales de
Géophysique 11:399–419.

1960 Influence du Feu sur les Propriétés Magnétiques du Sol et sur Celles
du Schiste et du Granite. Annales de Géophysique 16:159–195.

Lemmen, Donald S., Fiona J. Warren, Thomas S. James, and Colleen S. L.
Mercer Clarke (editors)

2016 Canada’s Marine Coasts in a Changing Climate. Government of
Canada, Ottawa, Ontario.

McGhee, Robert
1978 Canadian Arctic Prehistory. Van Nostrand Reinhold, Toronto.

Maher, Barbara A., and Reginald M. Taylor
1988 Formation of Ultrafine-Grained Magnetite in Soils. Nature 336:

368–371.
Manning, Thomas H.

1956a Narrative of a Second Defence Research Board Expedition to Banks
Island, with Notes on the Country and its History. Arctic 9(1–2):3–77.

1956b Original Unpublished Field Notes and Artifact List from Cape Kellett
Site, Banks Island, N.W.T. Manuscript on file, Canadian Museum of
History, Gatineau. Manuscript no. 294.

Mathiassen, Therkel
1927 Archaeology of the Central Eskimos. Report of the Fifth Thule

Expedition 1921–24, Vol. 4, Parts 1 and 2. Glydendalske Boghandel,
Copenhagen.

Meulendyk, Thomas, Brian J. Moorman, Thomas D. Andrews, and
Glen MacKay

2012 Morphology and Development of Ice Patches in Northwest
Territories, Canada. Arctic 65 (Suppl. 1):43–58.

Murton, Julian
2007 Periglacial Landforms: Ice Wedges and Ice Wedge Casts. In
Encycopedia of Quaternary Science, edited by Scott A. Elias, pp.
2153–2170. Elsevier, Amsterdam.

Neatby, Leslie H.
1967 Frozen Ships: The Arctic Diary of Johann Miertsching 1850–1854.

Macmillan of Canada, Toronto.
Nelson, Frederick E., Oleg A. Anisimov, and Nikolay I. Shiklomanov

2001 Subsidence Risk from Thawing Permafrost. Nature 410(6831):
889–890.

Nelson, James H.
1967 The Last Voyage of HMS Investigator, 1850–53, and the

Discovery of the North-West Passage. The Polar Record 13(87):753–
768.

Nesje, Atle, John A. Matthews, Svein Olaf Dahl, Mark S. Berrisford, and
Carin Andersson

2001 Holocene Glacier Fluctuations of Flatebreen and Winter-
Precipitation Changes in the Jostedalsbreen Region, Western Norvay,
Based on Glaciolacustrine Sediment Records. Holocene 11(3):267–280.

Osborn, Sherard (editor)
1969 The Discovery of the North-West Passage by H.M.S. ‘Investigator,’
Capt. R M’Clure, 1851, 1852, 1853, 1854. Charles E. Tuttle, Rutland.

Park, Robert W.
1988 “Winter Houses” and Qarmat in Thule and Historic lnuit Settlement

Patterns: Some Implications for Thule Studies. Canadian Journal of
Archaeology 12:163–175.

Schmidt, Armin
2007 Archaeology, Magnetic Methods. In Encyclopedia of Geomagnetism
and Paleomagnetism edited by David Gubbins and Emilio Herrero-
Bervera, pp. 23–31. Springer, New York.

Scollar, Irwin, Alain Tabbagh, Albers Hesse, and Irmela Herzog
1990 Archaeological Prospecting and Remote Sensing. Cambridge

University Press, Cambridge.
Segal, Rebecca A., Trevor C. Lantz, and Steven V. Kokelj

2016 Acceleration of Thaw Slump Activity in Glaciated Landscapes of the
Western Canadian Arctic. Environmental Research Letters 11:034025.

Stamnes, Arne Anderson, and Lars Gustavsen
2014 Archaeological Use of Geophysical Methods in Norwegian Cultural

Heritage Management: A Review. In A Sense of the Past: Studies in
Current Archaeological Applications of Remote Sensing and
Non-Invasive Prospection Methods, edited by Hans Kamermans,
Martin Godja, and Axel G. Posluschny, pp. 17–31. BAR International
Series Vol. 2588. Archaeopress, Oxford.

Tite, Michael S.
1972 Methods of Physical Examination in Archaeology. Seminar Press, New

York.
Tite, Michael S., and Christopher Mullins

1971 Enhancement of the Magnetic Susceptibility of Soils on
Archaeological Sites. Archaeometry 12:209–219.

May 2017 Advances in Archaeological Practice A Journal of the Society for American Archaeology 123

https://doi.org/10.1017/aap.2017.4 Published online by Cambridge University Press

http://www.ipcc.ch/report/ar5/wg1/
https://doi.org/10.1017/aap.2017.4


Lisa M. Hodgetts and Edward J. H. Eastaugh

Urban, Thomas M., Douglas D. Anderson, and Wanni W. Anderson
2012 Multimethod Geophysical Investigations at an Inupiaq Village Site in

Kobuk Valley, Alaska. Leading Edge 31(8):950–956.
Vandenberghe, Jef, Huayu Lu, Donghai Sun, J. van Huissteden, and

Martin Konert
2004 The Late Miocene and Pliocene Climate in East Asia as Recorded by

Grain Size and Magnetic Susceptibility of the Red Clay Deposits (Chinese
Loess Plateau). Palaeogeography, Palaeoclimatology, Palaeoecology
204(3–4):239–255.

Viberg, Andreas, Annika Berntsson, and Kerstin Liden
2013 Archaeological Prospection of a High Altitude Neolithic Site in the

Arctic Mountain Tundra Region of Northern Sweden. Journal of
Archaeological Science 40:2579–2588.

Viberg, Andreas, Immo Trinks, and Kerstin Lidén
2009 Archaeological Prospection in the Swedish Mountain Tundra Region.
ArcheoSciences 33 (suppl.):167–169.

Weymouth, John W.
1986 Geophysical Methods of Archaeological Site Surveying. Advances in
Archaeological Method and Theory 9:311–395.

Williams, Peter J., and Michael W. Smith
1989 The Frozen Earth: Fundamentals of Geocryology. Cambridge

University Press, Cambridge.

Wolff, Christopher B., and Thomas M. Urban
2013 Geophysical Analysis at the Old Whaling Site, Cape Krusenstern,

Alaska, Reveals the Possible Impact of Permafrost Loss on Archaeological
Interpretation. Polar Research 32(S.I.):19888.

Wu, Tonghua, Qinxue Wang, Masataka Watanabe, Ji Chen, and
Dorjgotov Battogtokh

2009 Mapping Vertical Profile of Discontinuous Permafrost with Ground
Penetrating Radar at Nalaikh Depression, Mongolia. Environmental
Geology 56(8):1577–1583.

Zhu, Ri-Xiang, Galina Matasova, Alexey Kazansky, Valentina Zykina, and Jimin
M. Sun

2003 Rock Magnetic Record of the Last Glacial–Interglacial Cycle from the
Kurtak Loess Section, Southern Siberia. Geophysical Journal International
152(2):335–343.

AUTHORS INFORMATION
Lisa M. Hodgetts and Edward J. H. Eastaugh Department of Anthro-
pology, University of Western Ontario, London ON, N6A 5C2, Canada
(lisa.hodgetts@uwo.ca)

Advances in Archaeological Practice A Journal of the Society for American Archaeology May 2017124

https://doi.org/10.1017/aap.2017.4 Published online by Cambridge University Press

mailto:lisa.hodgetts@uwo.ca
https://doi.org/10.1017/aap.2017.4

	Archaeological Geophysics and the Arctic Environment
	Case Studies
	McClure’s Cache (QaPv-1)
	Cape Kellett (OlRr-1)
	Agvik (OkRn-1)

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	Data Availability Statement

	REFERENCES CITED
	 AUTHORS INFORMATION



