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Questions for Town of Caledon Council and Staff:

1. Why was the pursuit of a Wayside Pit permit so stubbornly pursued by the Town despite clear 

advice from MNR officials and resident objections that McLaren Rd. clearly did not qualify for 

such a license?

2. Who stood to benefit if a Wayside Permit were obtained, and to what extent (accurate dollar 

figures please)?

3. What was the cost to the Town (taxpayers) for the staff involvement in pursuing the wayside 

permit for 7 or 8 years ($ figures please)?

4. Why would the Town of Caledon participate in a prolonged process that involved trying to find 

“wiggle room” to evade established ARA and MNR requirements? 

5. Why was this approach not abandoned when the questionable machinations became apparent?

6. It is obvious that the Simpson and Kennedy projects were concocted to try to legitimize a 

wayside pit application rather than find a suitable source, wayside or otherwise, for an already 

planned project. Who spearheaded this complex and prolonged effort?

7. Why was the Simpson project not done after all?

8. Why was only 18% of the aggregate extracted from the ROW allegedly used on the 2 identified 

projects?

9. It appears that the alternate uses of the remaining 82% - sale, storage, future use, etc. - violates 

the ARA as pointed out by Deputy Minister Carrie Hayward; what is the Towns position vis-à-vis 

this contravention?. 

10. Can we see the contracts involved in the 2 projects and the trucking ‘tickets’ pertaining thereto?

11. It appears from the report that the amount paid to LaFarge for the extraction of Town gravel 

from the ROW was $397,020.53. What specifically does this include? – i.e. trucking (to where?), 

screening, washing, etc.?

12. Were there any additional costs incurred that are not mentioned in the report?

13. What is the market value of the 123,797 tonnes extracted if it were to be purchased or sold by 

the Town from an alternate source? Is it $8.39/tonne? or $857/tonne? or $1.16/tonne? And 

why is there 3 different values in the report ascribed to the extracted aggregate?

14. Who purchased the 75,000 tonnes of pit run sold by the Town?

15. Please also refer to document “MNRchronologydocuments3” attached and answer all questions 

therein.

16. Will the new ROW/trail become or remain as Town property, and will additional expenses 

accrue to taxpayers for rehabilitation and/or maintenance of the trail?
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Other questions remain, and the questions above could probably be improved for clarity, but the tight 

deadline for communicating in advance of the Council meeting does not allow for more careful thought 

and refinement. Such deadlines and related requirements need to be seriously reconsidered. Input from 

constituents should not be treated as a nuisance or made so onerous.
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