
aa l+lichols Gravel Limited
r ,"Xri PO Box '72 Derhi. Onta o N4B 2Wg

/ \ Phone (5'19) 582-3354 Fax (519) 5A2-2143

Ma1 17.  2007

N4r. David l-cV:rc M.P.P. Brant

Dear NJr.  LeVac:

'l'his 
letter in response to vour rcqucst fbr inlbrmation relative to your conversati(rn this

mornjng with our loyal employee Sharon Mc[adden dispatcher at our Brant Countv Pit
#2.

A licence to operate a quarr) rvas issued to our companv April l. 20t)3 by M.N.R. l8
months afler dirccted in O.M.B. De cision/( )rder l 194. But with the licence was a lelter
dated March 3l .  200i  s igned b1 M.N.R. Distr ict  Olf ice Manager Alec Denys which
d'recte-d that "23 Spci:ific Pre ()perating [-ondjtions" must be completed nrior to
opcration of thc quarry or removal of anv nurterial flrrrn the propert) .

These "23 Specifrc Pre Operating Conditions" were not directed in O.M.B.
DecisionrOrder I 194 nor were they identilled in the licence signed March 25. 2003 hi'
the \ ' l in istcr ( ienl  ()ucl)et te.

Nichols (lravel Lirnited refused to comply witlr 23 Specific Pre Operating Conditions and
M.N.R. suspended the licence Aprii 14.2003 and charged the (.lompany and its olficers
u'ith operatrng an jl[-gal quarr] .

C)ver the past z1 y'ears rve have been in and (rut of court \\'ith M.N.R. on numerous
occasions and subjected to a non stop exercise of intimidatron and harassment through
cverv means possible to prevent tlris quarrl frcm operati;rc.

At this point i ditlerenl court dccisions harc ruled that Pre Operating Cionditions do not
lbrm part of the licence. but the M.N.R. continues in contempt of court to pursue charges
based on non compliance to Revoke of l-iccnce order signed b-v N1r. Ilamsa.v Scptember
i0.2001 based on "Pre Operat ing Clondit ions".

'l'he 
ultimate ffa\'€sty of .lustice was the Corrrt Tnjunction C)rcler granted b.v the Ciourt

Novc'mber 7.2006, misrepresented by M.N.ll. to the Coufi as non compliance to
condilions ofljcence when in lact there was non compliance to "Pre L)perating
Conditions" not condjtions of licencc declalcd prer"iotrs tD that on Junt- I 5. 20f)6 b1
.lustice D. Re illv that the March I 1 . 200.-i lctte r directing compliance to Pre Operlting
(lonilitions did not form pafi ofthe licence. 

'l 
his decision was not appealed or
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acknowledgcd by M.N.R. but ignored in contempt of court to obtain thc November 6.
court lniunction.

.,\ hearing to procecd to.ludjcial Revieu ttr quash the Revoke of Liccnce Order August
15. 2006 r'l'as deferred because of lack of courl time. A further attempt to have the matter
heard at Hanrilton in .Tanuart'2007 was denied when the 2 u'eeks sitting of Divisional
Court was reduced lrom 2 weeks to 3 dals uith 4 cases ahead ofus. Since tlie March I2.
2(X)7 decis ion br '  . lust ice N{arshal l  approving our Appeal of  O.M.B. L)ecis ion. Dennis
Brown ofthe (lrown La\\ t)tfice has been spinning our lirrvyer olTon setting a coufi date
to have the nratter heard in l'oronto. Since rve arc beginning tbe fifth year of this
governmental insanitv and goine nor.vhere. u,e are planning a dump truck prolest at
Queens Park tbr the week of'.[une 4. in urdcr to bring this matter to the Puhlic attention.

Al l  infornrat ion in referencc to this prolr lerr  ca:r  be lbund on onr wcbsi le at :

www.in i usticecanada, com.

\\'e sinccrelv thank vou fbr vtlul interest antl response in this rnatter.

Yours sincert-I1.
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(  iary NichoJs

c.c.  l ,aw) 'er N' [ r .  Paul Osicr
c.c. Tobr Barrett N'[.I'.f'.


