A Conspiracy to Control Archaeological Sites in Ontario
It is unfortunate to discover that even now, in this supposedly enlightened age that there
are those who would attempt to subvert the good intentions of the First Nations to serve
their own thirst for money and power. In Ontario we presently have a so-called
representative of the First Nations working with a consulting archaeology firm to gain
control of archaeological sites and to limit the involvement of First Nations people. This
is stealing from the dead and a desecration of the ancestral sites. History is being rewritten by these people to serve their own ego-driven agenda at the expense of everyone
who cares about the stories of our collective past and the sanctity of what the ancestors
have left to us, including their very bones. The difficulty we face at the present time is
that few people have any idea of what is going on and those charged with the authority
and responsibility to protect this heritage and the dead do not care. I offer the following
outline of events in the hope that it will raise awareness and that it will convince others to
look into the matter and to stand up to this fraud!
During 2004 and 2005 the Ontario Ministry of Culture convened a special committee
called the Technical Advisory Group (TAG). The purpose of this committee was to
develop new standards and guidelines for the conduct of archaeological consulting work
in the Province of Ontario. We now have a draft of these new rules that are due to be
implemented very shortly. A significant problem with the manner in which these new
rules were developed is that there was no meaningful stakeholder input from outside the
archaeological community. In addition, the input from the archaeological community
was simply ignored when it did not suit the interests of the Ministry of Culture. The issue
of including First Nations on the committee was raised many times by some of the
members on this committee but there seemed to be no desire on the part of Ministry staff
from the Policy Branch to include anyone. In a token effort to appease the complaints on
this issue, the Ministry of Culture appointed Chief Kris Nahrgang of the Kawartha
Nishnawbe First Nation of Burleigh Falls.
During the TAG discussions Mr. Nahrgang was insistent that nobody should consult with
anybody but members of elected Band Councils from reserve communities recognized by
the Federal government. This means that the traditional people, who are usually much
more concerned about the protection and preservation of ancestral sites, have no voice
unless the Band Council is sympathetic. This also means that First Nations people who
live outside of reserves also have no voice in issues that affect their traditional sites. A
case in point is the Metis. In the Midland and Penetanguishene area there are lots of sites
related to their original settlement of the area in the early years of the 19th Century. In
Mr. Nahrgang’s scheme, there will be no consultation with the descendants of these
people should sites related to their history be encountered.
Mr. Nahrgang works in concert with Dr. Ron Williamson, Director of Archaeological
Services Inc. This archaeological consulting firm employs about 30 full- time staff and is
by far the largest archaeological consulting firm in Ontario. This firm excavates more
ancestral sites than any other consulting firm in Ontario and probably more than most of
the other firms combined. The relationship between Mr. Nahrgang and Archaeological

Services Inc. is clear if we examine their respective websites (I have included copies of
the relevant web pages as Appendices 2 & 3). They are advertising their relationship
with one another on their business websites.
Appendix 1 of this report is a printout of a report prepared by Dr. Ron Williamson on
behalf of the Canadian Archaeological Association concerning Aboriginal Heritage. This
document can be found on the Canadian Archaeological Association website. This
document is important in that it illustrates that Dr. Williamson knows better than to make
statements and to conduct his work in a manner that will be demonstrated with reference
to other documents to be discussed shortly. In this report, presumably written around
1995 (relevant section highlighted in Appendix 1), Dr. Williamson states that with regard
to First Nations burials in Ontario:
“Aboriginal people must be contacted in the case of all such burial sites, for the
purpose of reaching a site disposition agreement. More specifically, the
regulations state that the representatives of the deceased in this case shall be “the
nearest First Nations Government or other community of Aboriginal people
which is willing to act as a representative and whose members have a close
cultural affinity to the interred person.”(emphasis mine)
It should be noted that Dr. Ron Williamson sat on the committee that composed the
Regulations supporting the Ontario Cemeteries Act. In addition, it also needs to be
pointed out that Dr. Williamson has personally known Michelle Bedard for the past 10
years. This is significant because, although Michelle Bedard makes no decisions for the
various Wendat Councils, nor for the Confederacy, she has advised Dr. Williamson for
this entire period of time that the Wendat DO have an interest in their burials and they
DO wish to have a say in what happens to their ancestral sites, especially the graves of
their ancestors. As shall be shown, Dr. Williamson has a history of pretending he
knows nothing about the Cemeteries Act Regulations nor does he seem to know that the
Wendat exist. I have attached the Regulations under the Cemeteries Act as Appendix 4
with the relevant sections highlighted. If one reads through the Cemeteries Act (RSO
1990) and the supporting Regulations (O.Reg. 133/92), it becomes abundantly clear that
the stated intention in the law is that relatives of the deceased are to be the ones who
make decisions respecting the remains of their ancestors. Other parties are to be
consulted as a last resort. So, although the regulation cited above by Dr. Williamson does
say “or”, the balance of the Act and Regulations makes plain the intention of the law.
What Dr. Williamson and Kris Nahrgang have been doing for over a year now, is to
impose a manner of First Nations consultation of their own design upon developers,
municipalities, Provincial Ministries and Agencies and federal Ministries and Agencies.
What follows is a discussion of material that is readily accessible to the public on the
internet. We can presume that the vast majority of the work conducted by
Archaeological Services Inc. is not readily available. Archaeological Services Inc. does
about 500 projects per annum. What is shared in this document is the very “tip of the
iceberg”, but it is alarming enough to cause grave concerns for the heritage sites of all
First Nations with ancestral sites in Ontario.

Appendix 5 is a document downloaded from the Ontario Ministry of Municipal Affairs
website. This Ministry, with the most important influence over development in Ontario,
is employing Archaeological Services Inc. as their archaeological consultant and Kris
Nahrgang as their First Nations Liaison. The interesting points within this document are
contained under the heading “Cultural Heritage” and under subsection “Step Two:
Consultations”.
“In order to establish effective consultation with First Nations regarding
archaeological assessments and other cultural heritage issues, Chief Kris
Nahrgang (Chief of the Kawartha Nishnawbe First Nation and designated
Archaeological Liaison for the Mississaugas of Scugog Island First Nation) and
Dr. William Woodworth (a Six Nations Band Member, Mohawk traditionalist,
architrect, and a holder of a doctoral degree in Indigenous Knowledge from the
California Institute in Integral Studies) were retained to consult with First
Nations groups that are, or may potentially be, concerned with the cultural
heritage of the Seaton lands. Their work in this consultation process is being
facilitated and coordinated by Dr. Ronald Williamson of Archaeological
Services Inc.
This consultation process was undertaken by way of delegations by Chief
Nahrgang and Dr. Woodworth to elected and traditional councils of regional
First Nations bands (including relevant Iroquoian and Anishnaubeg peoples who
formerly and/or currently occupy the area). Also, at various stages of the
archaeological work, including commencement of the assessment work and
initiation of detailed Stage 3 investigations, First Nations commemorative
ceremonies were performed. Additional meetings took place with
representatives of other First Nations who have identified a cultural affiliation
with the lands.” (emphasis mine)
It is interesting to note that the consulted First Nations are not given. One would expect
that, as the area in question is on the north shore of Lake Ontario adjacent to the Town of
Pickering, consultation was undertaken with the Six Nations, particularly the Seneca who
had a number of villages along the north shore of Lake Ontario in the 1670s and 1680s.
In addition, there are many so-called “Pickering” sites in this area which are generally
considered to be ancestral to the Iroquoian peoples in general. In fact, Dr. Williamson
did his Phd. On Pickering site archaeology. He should be reasonably familiar with how
these sites fit within the cultural chronology of Ontario.
Appendix 6 is a registration form for a conference that took place in May, 2005. It is
notable that the conference is being held by the Ontario Association for Impact
Assessment, the Ontario Society for Environmental Management and the University of
Toronto Institute for Environmental Studies. These presentations were made before
planners and engineers from the public and private sectors who determine the course of
development projects. Ron Williamson and Kris Nahrgang were here to present a joint

paper on dealing with First Nations issues. As we shall see, there is good cause to be
concerned about what they likely said to this audience of influential decision makers.
Appendix 7 is a major study undertaken for the Regions of York and Durham. This
document was prepared in July 2005. This environmental assessment utilized the
services of Kris Nahrgang as the First Nations Liaison. Several major environmental
assessment firms participated in this study including Earth Tech; Gartner Lee; InspecSol; and Ogilvie, Ogilvie & Company. Clearly, Dr. Williamson and Kris Nahrgang have
had some degree of success in influencing municipalities and companies involved in the
development process to use Kris Nahrgang as the First nations Liaison. On page 11 of
this document the details of the consultation methodology are provided. Mr. Nahrgang
has selected 6 band councils to consult. He never explains or justifies why these 6 First
nations communities were chosen.
The methodology described suggests that letters were sent to the various First Nations on
the list created by Kris Nahrgang. He then made phone calls and met personally with the
chiefs of these First Nations communities in order to gain input into the proposed project.
Included on this list are the Huron-Wendat. However, later on in the document (see page
13) he claims that no number could be found for the Huron-Wendat. I have attached as
Appendix 15 a screen shot from an internet search conducted from Canada 411 using the
term “Wendat”. Apparently, the number is not unlisted as Mr. Nahrgang’s table might
imply. This chart also states that Kris Nahrgang has decided to contact the Wendat if HE
feels there is a need. Is not the purpose of consultation to determine the needs of the
people, not of an individual?
Turning to page 14, one gets a better sense of the manner and style of liaison work being
conducted here. First Nations consultation in this case is entirely decided by Mr.
Nahrgang. He has determined that the 6 bands listed will constitute the maximum
number of participating First Nations groups. Even this list may be shortened, but only
based on what Mr. Nahrgang decides. Since the Mississaugas of Scugog Island is the
treaty holding Band, they will be the lead Band for the purpose of consultation. Should
not the First Nation directly related to the site or burial make the decisions? Does
negotiating a Treaty in 1785 make you the owner of what the ancestors did in 1200?
Does it entitle you to take the bones of the ancestors away from their grandchildren or to
deny their descendants access to their traditional sacred sites? Kris Nahrgang is the only
consultant dealing with First nations concerns. Who can say then, that what Kris
Nahrgang says to either side is accurately representing the interests expressed? If he
decides who is consulted; if all information flows only through him; he has the ability to
manipulate the outcome to whatever he wants. The people who have hired him to do this
work are only interested in making it appear that they have done the right thing. Kris
Nahrgang has given them an easy way to check First nations consultation off the list of
things to do. Talking to Kris Nahrgang is easier than negotiating separately with
numerous First Nations groups.
At the same time that the above study was undertaken, a second major study was
undertaken within the City of Hamilton by Archaeological Services Inc. Segments of this

study are included as Appendix 8. This is one of the most important documents
within this limited collection that reflects a dangerous pattern. Pages 53 & 54 of this
document make clear the strategy formulated by ASI to control First Nations
consultation and thereby control the conduct of archaeological research within the
Province of Ontario.

If we are to understand this correctly, the treaty holding bands are to be contacted first
irrespective of who may be the direct ancestors of the sites or burials encountered. This
also gives the impression that Kris Nahrgang has been working with the larger First
Nations community and that the procedure outlined above has been endorsed by the
people. However, the Council of Chiefs has stated that he is in no way affiliated with
them. The grand Chief of the Huron-Wendat at Wendake has stated that Kris Nahrgang
is to have nothing to do with Wendat ancestral sites. I am not convinced that either the
Band Council or the Confederacy of Six Nations was aware of Mr. Nahrgang’s “working
group” before this information was provided to them. However, it is clear that a
concerted and persistent effort is being made to have this process, as outlined in this ASI

report, adopted by developers, planners, municipalities and government agencies
throughout the Province of Ontario.
If Archaeological Services Inc. and Kris Nahrgang continue to succeed in this endeavour,
they will ultimately decide what happens to ancestral sites and burial grounds, and it is
they who will decide who gets to work on these sites when they decide that work is
necessary. There is no objectivity in the process they are attempting to establish. They
decide who works on what sites. This means they decide what they want to dig up and
they can represent First Nations interests in a manner to enforce further work for
themselves. This defrauds the First Nations of their rights to a voice in matters that affect
their heritage and steals the bones of their ancestors from them. This also defrauds the
development community and all levels of government by misrepresenting to them what
the intentions and concerns of the First Nations are. Archaeological Services Inc. and
Kris Nahrgang have eliminated any choices that could be made by either the legitimate
First Nations representatives or by businesses and government agencies seeking to ensure
that First Nations’ concerns and heritage issues are addressed in an objective, honest and
meaningful fashion.
This pattern of misinformation and manipulation becomes more clear as we proceed
through the documents. Appendix 9 is a Canadian Press story that was printed in several
newspapers including the Toronto Star on August 11, 2005. this is the first in a series of
articles covering the Teston Road Ossuary found during road widening work.

Here we can see that Dr. Ron Williamson is attempting to cast doubt on the origins of the
ossuary, as if there was ever any question. Note that his assertions are clearly and plainly
contradicted by Dr. Smith. The other concern here is that the Coroner’s Office contacted
Kris Nahrgang in preference to any other person or any other representative of any other
First Nation. This cannot be by mere coincidence.

Appendix 10 is another article published on August 12, 2005 in the Toronto Star that
provides some slightly different details but is remarkably consistent with the pattern that
is emerging.

You will recall that at the beginning of this paper, reference was made by Ron
Williamson to the regulations under the Ontario Cemeteries Act specifying that persons
should be consulted with a cultural affinity to the deceased. Again, he pretends not to
know who these people are while asserting that this is a burial pattern that is familiar to
him. Here we also see that Ron Williamson and Kris Nahrgang are attempting to suggest
that villages and burials of the Wendat were actually occupied by everybody. This is an
effort to change history and to distort the hospitality of the Wendat who welcomed guests
from all Nations into a statement of ownership. Kris Nahrgang is attempting to claim
rights of ownership over these sites that would allow him and his friends to gain control
of any decision making process. I would like to know just who this council of First
Nations representatives is and why they should have any say regarding a burial site that is
clearly Wendat. What is being done here is wrong and is an act of cruelty to the Wendat
people.

Appendix 11 is a follow- up article that appeared in the Toronto Star on August 24, 2005.

This article is very disturbing. Ron Williamson and Kris Nahrgang appear to have
convinced the Wendat and their lawyer that the lack of an invitation to the Wendat was
simply a mistake. However, as anyone reading this knows by now, such a mistake never
happened. This was done with intent. Of additional concern is that, as suggested
previously, the decision will be made on what to do with this burial by “all Indian
nations” having a say according to Ron Williamson. Why does Ron Williamson appear
to be in control of decisions to be made concerning a Wendat burial? Since he represents
an archaeological consulting firm, we might well predict his interest and the eventual
outcome of these negotiations. As we shall see, from this point onward there is a close
working relationship between Ron Williamson, Kris Nahrgang and David Donnelly. Mr.

Donnelly may mistakenly presume that Ron Williamson is an objective expert on whom
he can rely for assistance in understanding the process of archaeology in Ontario. If this
is the case, he is being exploited by Ron Williamson and Kris Nahrgang contrary to the
interests of the Wendat. You can be sure that whatever intentions the Wendat may have
regarding their sites are being used to help formulate the ongoing strategy of Ron
Williamson and Kris Nahrgang.
Appendix 12 is an article that appeared in the Toronto Star on August 25, 2005.

Another disturbing article. In it we see that Kris Nahrgang makes reference to
establishing a protocol to follow when burials are encountered. No doubt he means to
impose the vision he and Ron Williamson have of what that should be. We also see a
continued effort to suggest that the Wendat villages were “cosmopolitan”. An effort is
being made here to establish the idea that no site belongs to any one First Nation. By
marginalizing the true descendants of the ancestors, Ron Williamson and Kris Nahrgang
will control the agenda and impose their will on the process by stacking the deck with
persons friendly to them and their intentions.
Appendix 13 is an article that appeared in the Globe and Mail on August 20, 2005. this
article details some of the sites that have been found in the GTA over the years. Of
particular interest is the Mantle Site which is discussed as a recent excavation just being
completed by Archaeological Services Inc. This is perhaps the largest Wendat village yet
found within the GTA. The site was discovered in 2003 and the excavation took 14
months to complete. The Wendat were never informed of this site, even after Kris
Nahrgang and Ron Williamson had met with David Donnelly and Luc Laine at the
Teston Road Ossuary. As the article makes clear, the excavations were ongoing at that

time. You will also note that neither of the terms “Huron” nor “Wendat” are used with
reference to this village.

Appendix 14 are printouts from the Archaeological Services Inc. website discussing the
Mantle site. This village is a clearly significant, likely principal village of the Wendat in
the area of the Greater Toronto Area. Having known about Wendat concerns for at least
the past 10 years, one might wonder why Archaeological Services Inc. did not advise the
Wendat of this major ancestral site.
Appendix 16 is a press release dated December 5, 2005 announcing consultations on
Aboriginal Burial and other Sacred Sites to take place on December 8, 2005. The
objective of this consultation is to determine best practices in order to avoid conflict in
dealing with ancestral sites. You will note that Ron Williamson and David Donnelly
were panellists. We can be fairly certain of what protocols Ron Williamson would have
advised given his previous work with Kris Nahrgang and what he has done since. What
is not clear is how much influence Ron Williamson had over Mr. Donnelly by this point.
Appendix 17 is an article written covering the statements made by Ron Williamson
during his presentation during the Ipperwash Inquiry.

Almost everything that Ron Williamson is reported to have said regarding the conduct
and current state of archaeology in the province is true. However, it is interesting to note
that he singles out the artifacts as a matter of concern. We will return to this in a
moment. The critical point here, is that having cast a light on the shameful state of affairs
in Ontario archaeology, he then seized upon the moment to advertise his personal
solution, ‘“The Founding First nations Circle” established through the Ontario realty
Corp. for consultation over the development of the Seaton lands in Pickering’. You may
recall that this was the area discussed earlier in this paper concerning the use of Kris
Nahrgang as a First nations liaison (see Appendix 5).
Appendix 18 is an article that appeared in the Globe and Mail on February 13, 2006. In
this article Kris Nahrgang is claiming that he has had the Iroquois, Huron and Ojibwa
working together on the Seaton lands project (see Appendix 5 again). Considering he has
claimed elsewhere that there is no phone number available for the Wendat and that he
will contact them on an as needed basis to be determined by him, I may be excused for
doubting that anyone who ACTUALLY represents the Wendat or Iroquois (I assume he
means Six Nations, not just a local Mohawk community) was ever present.

And of course, the opportunity is not lost to once gain promote the “The Founding First
nations Circle”. I am curious to know who is on this circle. Everywhere it is mentioned,
it is mentioned only in association with Kris Nahrgang. Who else is on it and why can
nobody contact anyone but Kris Nahrgang? What sort of circle is it that it is controlled
by one person?

Recently issues emerged concerning the excavation of a Wendat village in Vaughan. In
this instance, the work of Kris Nahrgang and Ron Williamson came into play. Contrary
to the suggestion that they are working to diffuse potential situations of conflict, it

appears they are working to create them in order to leverage themselves into situations
that are not really any of their concern. It should be pointed out that Archaeological
Services Inc. had found the site during a stage 2 property assessment. However, neither
Archaeological Services Inc. nor Kris Nahrgang chose to inform the Wendat of this site
until the property owner chose to hire another consultant to carry out Stage 3 Test
Excavations and Stage 4 Mitigative Excavations. The Wendat were apparently informed
of this site in the spring of 2006, three years after Archaeological Services Inc. found the
site.
Appendix 19 is an article from printed in the Toronto Star on May 15, 2006. This was
the first notice that many people had that there was any concern at all regarding the
excavation of this site. The lawyer for the Huron-Wendat of Quebec, David Donnelly is
cited as stating that excavation work began on this site the week previous. This statement
is interesting because the site is not visible from any nearby public roads. It just so
happens that a crew from Archaeological Services Inc. had been out to the site in an act
of Trespass the week before. Mr. Donnelly could only have known that work was going
on as a result of information relayed from Archaeological Services Inc.
Appendix 20 is an article that appeared in the Toronto Star on May 23, 2006. In this
article, Kris Nahrgang’s affiliated bands are said to have joined the Huron-Wendat in
support of stopping this work, although it has been written in such a way as to suggest
there is popular First Nations support for stopping work on this site. The article also
makes it seem as if the site would be occupied by First Nations if their demands were not
met. It then goes onto say that consultation on the site will include other bands. The
legitimate interest of the Wendat in this case is beyond dispute. What is not clear is why
this site is of any concern to the Mississauga of Scugog and the Kawartha Nishnawbe,
other than the fact that these are the communities Kris Nahrgang represents. This article
is also troubling because Mr. Donnelly appears to be pushing the agenda of Mr.
Nahrgang and Dr. Williamson to the detriment of his stated clients.

No doubt, the “native consultation circle” is meant to be one imposed upon the situation
by Ron Williamson and Kris Nahrgang. Considering that they lost the site to another
consultant, one has to wonder if the real issue here is to recover a lost project that could
not be obtained by competition in the open market and to use the good intentions of the
Wendat to accomplish that end. Once the work of other consultants is stopped on a site,
Kris Nahrgang’s “native consultation circle” can be used to give these projects to
Archaeological Services Inc. under the guise of addressing First Nations’ concerns.
Appendix 21 is an article from the Vaughan Citizen dated May 25, 2006. Once again,
the Scugog and Kawartha Nations are brought up as allied to the Wendat in order to make
this look like a wider First Nations issue. Kris Nahrgang speaks about the site dating to
“the end of the Huron Nation”. This is an odd thing to say right after asserting an
alliance with this seemingly extinct people. The article goes onto suggest that the site is
the property of the Mississauga and Ojibwa who may have controlled the area from the
1690s onward. Again, this indicates the objective is to claim ownership rights away from
the Wendat and to marginalize and out-vote the Wendat on any decisions affecting
ancestral sites.

Further on in the article, Kris Nahrgang again tries to take ownership of the site by
suggesting that it is “Cosmopolitan” in nature. This suggests that it was a community
held in common by all First Nations in the area. However, although nobody would
dispute that the Wendat welcomed visitors of all Nations, this does not give the
descendants of these guests a claim to this site as property. Kris Nahrgang should
remember that people of all Nations also visited the homes of his ancestors. He may find
that the same semantic tricks can be used to rob the Nishnawbe of their ancestors. It also
must be pointed out that the Dutch, Swedes, English and French visited the homes of
many First Nations in the Great Lakes region. Using this argument, Kris Nahrgang opens
the door for the descendants of explorers, traders, missionaries and early settlers to lay
claim the First Nations sites and burials. Maybe someone should camp on Mr.
Nahrgang’s front lawn and demand the keys to the house the next morning. This is the
sort of logic he is employing. It’s absurd.

Finally, we come to an issue of immediate concern. This is the proposed redevelopment
of the Windsor border crossings. Appendices 22 & 23 are screen shots from the Ontario
Ministry of Transportation website. These documents provide some introductory
information on the project and links to most of the project information that is available
can be found on these pages. Interestingly, only two First Nations communities have
been consulted in this project planning process: The Oneida of the Thames and Walpole
Island First Nation. The presentations made to these two communities are included as
Appendices 24 & 25.

The most important document related to this project included in this report is the final
one appended to his summary report, Appendix 26. This was the presentation made to
the Walpole Island first Nation on April 3, 2006.

The above Key Milestones slide indicates where we are in the planning phase. Note that
the area of continued analysis was selected in December of 2005. As you will see, the
Area of Continued Analysis (ACA) is an area of extreme interest and concern to the
Wendat. This area is largely contained within the original Huron Reserve set aside for
the Wendat in the 18th Century and “sold” under suspect circumstances in 1797 to allow
for the development of the Village of Sandwich to accommodate evacuees from Detroit
when it was taken over by the Americans in 1796. Below is a plan of the purchased lands
amounting to 1078 acres. The land reserved for the Huron after this purchase was shrunk
to a mere 61 acres. The boundary along the left side of the original 1078 Huron Reserve
roughly corresponds to Huron Church road which is one of the oldest roads built in
Windsor. This road divided the Huron Reserve and the Jesuit Mission lands which today
are occupied by Assumption Park and The University of Windsor. Burials are
documented within the Jesuit Mission lands and occupation sites are known to be present
on both the Jesuit Mission and Huron Reserve lands. It is most likely that burials are
located within the original Huron Reserve.

Below is the map from the recent presentation to the Walpole Island First Nation that
clearly shows that the Area of Continued Analysis where the redevelopment of the
Windsor border crossing WILL occur in one form or another, clearly shows that the
original Huron Reserve will be significantly impacted by the project.

It perhaps goes without saying that this work is being undertaken by Archaeological
Services Inc. and that although they have played the role of tattle-tale where the work of
other consultants is concerned, they have not been forthcoming with information to First
Nations people with legitimate concerns regarding projects they are undertaking. There
can be no justifiable reason why the Wendat have not been consulted on this project that
threatens to destroy much of their history in Ontario related to the period of the 18th
Century. Given the extreme rarity of Wendat sites of this time period, it is unfortunate
that the lawyer for the Wendat has been kept busy fighting over sites in Vaughan of far
less rarity and importance for learning about Wendat history.
In closing, I have attached a series of emails directly below that come directly from Kris
Nahrgang concerning the excavation of burials on Jet Island in the Trent River at the end
of June. Between Kris Nahrgang’s original mail and his explanation is a small note from
his business partner complaining that Gordon Dibb of York North Archaeological
Services has forwarded Kris’ original mail to Chris Anderson at the Ontario Ministry of
Culture. One might have expected that the Cemeteries Branch or the Ministry of Culture
would have stopped this from ever happening. It appears they did nothing. It is also
interesting to note that the email was sent to Ron Williamson, Bev Garner , A. Carnevale,
Dave Robertson and Andrew Stewart of Archaeological Services Inc.; Sheryl Smith and
Willis Stevens of Parks Canada; Greg Olson of the Ontario Provincial Police; and Sue
Jamieson of Trent University. Presumably all of these archaeologists had no problem
with this. There are so many things wrong with what has been done in this case, that it is
perhaps unnecessary to comment. I would only suggest that, given his attitude and
callous disregard for any concerns of the First Nations regarding the treatment of burials,

he is probably the worst candidate that Ron Williamson could have chosen to act as a
First Nations liaison. Unfortunately, as the preceding report illustrates, they have had a
good deal of success in convincing developers, planners, municipalities, and government
agencies to make use of Kris Nahrgang’s and Ron Williamson’s First Nations
consultation protocol. The following speaks volumes regarding the character of these
two men and of what we can expect when Archaeological services Inc. is involved in
heritage issues.

