
® Ontario 7°’
Rnourcn

f’gopw-y rgcspAs 2Joop

7o Oer4,k’ IAJceRmAr,OA, FCC

rrns srcP Loo&&C OStg 5RQe40Z/SPfl.

.421. ‘1

- Ljcerisee/Permittee /Titulaire do perrnis/de Ucenco JJpe of Oporatic4l hype dexploitaEon

,viawoxg acnj/L him, fl’t [Illegal Quarry
Addrep0 & /72 6E’JIi o.otngio ,oØiog
ProPesn Lot Con 4at 6 6
Properly Owner and Address/Hornet adre dude Ia propiletairo Exflclion Agreement Valid? / Lenlente dextractiorl estelle valide?

Yes/Oui DNa/Non ON/A/S/C
Accompanied by! Acompagnee par

Take notice that you are required to immediately comply with the following instructions regarding the operation of your Ft or
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Immediately cease the operation of an illegal quarry which is contravention of Section
71 of the Aggregate Resources Act which states that no person shall operate a pit or
quarry except under the authority of and in accordance with a licence.

Under Section 571 of the Aggregate Resources Act, every person who operates a pit
or quarry except under the authority of a licence or permit is guilty of an offence.

Under Section 581 of the Aggregate Resources Act, every person who commits an
offense under Section 57 is liable on conviction to a fine of not less than $500 and not
more than $30,000 for each day on which the offence occurs or continues.
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Nichols GravelLimited
P.O. Box 172

DELHI, On. N4B 2W9

Phone: 519-582-3354 Fax: 519-582-2143

September20, 2002

0MB Planning
do Mr Andy Dawangfor 0MB. ChairmanMr. GaryBaron
655 Bay Street
Toronto,On. M50 IEÔ

DearSir:

Re: NICHOLS GRAVEL LIMITED
Quarry- Lot 10-12Concession12, FormerCity of Nanticoke

I acknowledgereceiptof your letter faxed to me on September11,2002. See
copy #1

Respectfully,pleaseadvisethe authorityrelied on for the Board to -revisit the
matter. My lawyer, who representedme at the Boardhearing,confirmedto me lastyear
that the Board’sdecisionis final. Furtherto that I was advisedby my solicitor that the
aggregateact did not allow a review on a final 0MB. decisionorder. Seeletterdated
May 11,2001 and copyof Bill 5.AggregateAct. #2

Further, I amperplexedthat the Boardhasto resolveany further issues. In my
opinion all issueshavebeenresolved,which hastaken over four yearsto completeat a
cost to our companyof over $250,000.00for thecost of the hearingaloneaswell as the
loss of last year’s extractionsalesof approximately$800000.00grossand tossof salesto
datethis year. TheBoard’s order is veryclearto me.

The problem is that the M.N.R. and the MOE will not issuethe licenseswhich
the Board hasdirectedthem to do, we haveapplied for theprocessingpermits and
licensesand completedeverythingof which we was obligatedto do. Overone year later,
we havestilt not receivedour licensesand no explanationis forthcoming. I would like to
know what our rights are with respectto thedefault of the two Ministries in not
complying with the Board’sOrder.

We should not haveto spendany moretime and incur any more costwith respect
to this matter. Therewould be no concernswhatsoeverif thetwo Ministries would
simply comply with theBoard’sOrderso that wemayproceedwith ourbusinesswithout
the harassmentreceivedas a result of thesedelays.



My referenceis to the recentcomplaintsby lawyerDuxbury on behalfof the
residents,and that of HaldimandCounty, in respectto the recenttrespasson our property
September51h, 2002, 2 p.m. by M.N.R, InspectorsStevenLamb and Paul Cutmorein
orderto gain information anddeliver a stop work order2:15 p.m. for operationof an
illeg& quarry. See Copy #3. We have stoppedproducingaggregateand arenow
selling productsproducedon this property. If in fact thereis an illegal quarryoperationI
yearand 2 monthsafterthe clearandexplicit 0MB, directionorder,we haveto
concludethat the root causeof any problemall relatesdirectly back to the non
complianceto the Boarddirection orderto M.N.R. and MOE., Yet now we havethe
enforcersout to ourpropertyfrom M.N.R. to attemptto continueto keepour business
shut down. SeeJuly 25, 2001 0MB. Direction Order #4. Thereis something
seriouslywrongwith this picture,and I haveto wonderif theMOE. and M.N.R. have
becomepartiesto the conspiracyto bankruptour businessby officials of the previous
Haldirnand-Norfolkgovernmentaswell as Ministry of TransportationOntario. When I
review the eventsof what hascausedthe mostcontroversyand problemsto our
applicationand 0MB. hearings,theMinistry of Environmentcomesup asnumberI in
respectto:

I. MOE. JuniorHydrogeologist,SimonGautrey’suncomplimentaryand
inflammatoryreview of ourHydrogeologicalinvestigationand report on the
propertyprior to the hearingwhich was not reviewedby a SeniorHydrogeologist
at MOE.

2. The October20, 2001 letter from MOE, BarbaraRyterstating the MOE. would
prefer that the Permit to takeWater be issuedprior to issuanceof the aggregate
licensewhich in fact is a contraventionto the AggregateAct prescribed
conditions.

3. The extendeddelay in issuanceof the MOE. Permit to takeWater applied for
- March 12Ih 2002 and still not received6 ‘/2 months later whenin fact I was

informedby Paul Odum of MOE. May 2001 that it takes3 monthsto processthe
applicationto issuea permit. We now haveto try to determineor pinpoint why
we havereceivedthis extendeddelayand spinningprocessfrom MOE..

The only thing that comesto mind is a possiblepaybackfrom MOE. for
embarrassmentcausedwhenin Augustof2000, thenHaldimand-NorfolkRegional
Councillor GaryNichols madepublic throughan anonymousletterthe cover-up
investigationby MOE. and RegionalStaffof illegal dumpingat the Tom Howe
Regional Landfill site. Councillor Nichols requestedthat O.P.P.investigatepossible
municipaicorruptionwhich of courseas usualthe. 0.?.?.declinedto investigate.
Counci]lor Nichols then conductedhis own investigationwhich included appealsfor
documentationsto theFreedomof Informationand PrivacyCommissionwho directed
MOE. to releasethe documentation.However,critical documentationwhich would
haveconfirmeda forged and falsified documentproducedby Commissionerof
EngineeringEric D’hond’t and RegionalChairmanJohnHarrisonwas not releasedas
directed. A further appeal to the F.O.I. Commissioner2 occasionsreceivedno
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further response.Now we haveto askwho is interfering with the Fçeedoniof
Information and Privacy Commission,andwhy did MOE. F.O.I, Co-ordinatorCathy
Clarkenot follow the directionorder. SeeletterDecember6, 2001. #5

It is interestingto notethat the H-N Transitionboardappointedby the Province
hired Mr. D’hond’t as Commissionerof Engineeringfor Norfolk Countyevenbefore
the MOE. investigationcover-upconcluded. This servedto placeMr. D’hond’t in a
position wherehe hascontinuedto conspirewith othersto bankruptNichols Oravel
Limited. It shouldbe further notedthat it was Mr. D’hond’t, Mr. LambertandMr.
Andersonthat directedour companydown this path of establishinga quarry relative
to their discriminatoryTenderspecificationsof 100%crushedaggregatewhich
cannotbe producedin gravelpits, but only in quarrieswhich servedto eliminateour
companyfrom thecompetitionto supplyaggregateto the H-N Region.

Regardlessofwhetheror not the MOE. orM.N.R. havebecomea party to this
conspiracy,the failure to issuethe necessarypermitshavedelayedand prevented
developmentto this point so that in fact if we continueto carry this hugedebt burden
without return cash flow, this will serveto bankruptthis companywhich in fact in
any eventsupportsthe purposeof the existing conspiracy.

This conspiracyhasalsobeensupportedby the Police andthe Ontario Court of
Justicewith the latestobstructionofJusticeout of Divisional Court Hamilton for the
third time from Justiceof thePeaceMitchell Bakerregarding16 private informations
filed for Criminal charges. SeeLetter #6. I suggestthat the Attorney General
should direct andappoint someonewith the experienceandintegrity to review this
information as her worshipJusticeof the PeaceMadamGeneralLickers.

However,sincetherewas a non responseto my PrivateInformations,we are
proceedingas statedin my coveringletterinformation#1 of March 15, 2002 to make
all information now public. Seeletter #7.

As for the MOE. performance,the letterMay 23, 2002 acknowledgingour
applicationfor Permit to takeWater 3 monthsafterthe fact with the Fairy Tale about
the backlogand that it could takeseveralmonthsto processwas in fact quite
ridiculous in respectto the fact that at approximatelythe sametime our M.P.P. Toby
Barrettarrangedfor MOE. staff to comedown to Delhi to hold an "open house"
where farmerswent in and filled out applicationsfor Permitsto takeWaterand had
themprocessedon the spot. Quite amazinghow thingswork in the Provinceof
Ontariowhenyou considerthat the samememberof parliamentwho we supportedin
2 provincialelectionsdid not havethe courtesyto respondto my letter of inquiryof
March 6, 2002 as to the statusof our M.N.R. license. Do we also detectsome
political indifferenceor manipulationaswell? I amcertainthat our heavyweight
competitionLafarge, Caga-DuffednandTrentValley SandandStonewould be
pleasedif this quarry was neverapprovedand productive. Theydon’t need the
competition, and haveenjoyeda patronagepreferencefor years.
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It is also interestingto note that MarlenePhibbsthe main driving force for the
oppositionto our quarry, rents land from Dufferin Aggregates.

At this point I believethat the conspiracy,discriminationandspinjobs to this
companyhavegonequite far enough. We havehadour 0MB. hearing. A final
decisionorderwas issued July 25, 2001. The public planningprocesshas been
concluded,it is over, it is done,and we havecompliedto the letterof the law.

My commentin conclusionis that this extendedstresssince1994hashad a severe
impact on the healthof membersof this family, broughtaboutby the defamationand
trade libel of ourcompany’sproductsaswell as the reflectionon the honestyand
integrity of this family who operatethis business.

My wife requiredboth a bowel and 2 breastcanceroperationslast year, and most
recentlyour youngestson who hasturnedinto a mentalbasketcasefrom this
prolongedstress,hasinformedus that he must leaveourcompanyin order to preserve
his sanity.

I can truthfully state’thatin my entire42 yearsin business,that I haveneverbeen
involved in suchan absolutelypervertedfiasco,whereby one is accountablefor
anythin!.

Ripley’s "Believe it or Not" most likely would not acceptour story, as no one
would believethat one family could encounterthis degreeofdeception,
discrimination,conspiracyand corruptionliving in "Canada,the bestcountry in the
world.’

Tn theexperienceof this companyand this family, weconcludethe following:

Thatour O.P.P. Law enforcementdoesnot work.

2. The Ontario Court of Justiceand the SupremeCourt of Canadahavenot provided
administrationof Justice,but in fact obstructionof Justice.

3, And with the 0MB. hearingfiasco, it now appearsthat the Public Planning
processin Ontariodoesnot work either.

In respectto the fact that a stop work orderwas issuedSeptember5, 2002by
M.N.R., our lawyerhasadvisedagainsthavingany furtherdiscussionafterthe fact
with M.N.R., MOE, or the 0MB., asthis could compromiseourposition should
this mattercomebeforethe courts.

The simpleand logical solution at this point would appearto be for the 0MB. to
simply issuea directive to the M.N.R. and MOE. to complywith the Board orderof
July25, 2001. End of story.
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We thankthe 0MB. for your considerationin this matter.

Yourssincerely,

Gary Nichols

AdditionalDocumentation:

I. Letter datedAugust 14, 2001 to 0MB. CaseworkerMr. Andy Dawang. #8
2. Information Faxed7:05 September6, 2002 to M.N.R. InspectorMr. Paul

Cutmore. #9
3. June6,2002responseto letterMarch 6,2002to M.P.P. Toby Barrett. #10

cc. Premierof Ontario
cc. AttorneyGeneralof Ontario
cc. Minister of NaturalResourcesOntario
cc. Minister of the Environmentof Ontario
c.c. The newsmedia
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Ontario Commission des
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Board de I’Ontario
655 Bay St Suite 1500 655 rue Bay flureau 15D0
Toronto. ON M50 1E5 Toronto! ON M53 1E5
Tel 416 326-6800 Tel 416 326-6800
Fax 416 326-5370 Fax 416 326-5370
wvwomb.pov.on.ca www.omb.pov.on.ca

October 10, 2002

Mr. Gary Nichols
Nichols Gravel Limited
P.O. Box 172
DELHI, On N4B 2W9

DearMr. Nichols:

Re: 0MB CaseNo.: PL990656
0MB File Nos: Z990094andM000002
FormerCity of Nanticoke

Thank you for your letterof September20, 2002notingyour concernsaboutthe issuanceof a
licenseunder theAggregateResourcesAct.

The Board’sDecisionon this matterwasissuedon April 3, 2001. The Board’s final Order
issuedJuly 25, 2001 amendingZoning By-law 1-NA86 anddirectingthe Ministerto issuea
Class ‘A’ licensesubjectto certainconditionsnotedin the Order. TheMinistry of Natural
Resourcesis responsiblefor the issuanceof the licensein compliancewith, and1orfulfillment of
the conditionsimposedby the Board.

TheAggregateResourcesAct, subsection1115 providesthat a decisionor orderof the Board
cannotbe reviewedunderthe Board’spowersundersection43 of the Ontario Municipal Board
Act or section21.2 of the Statuto’yPowersProcedureAct. The Board is thereforeunableto
intervenefurther in this matter.

Yuurs iruly,

SeniorCaseManager

cc: TheHon. ErnieEves,Premierof Ontario
TheHon. David Young, Attorney General
Ministry of NaturalResources,Paul Cutmore
Ministry of the Environment,Paul Odom, Supervisor,WaterResources,West Central
Region


