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COURT FILE NUMBER: 2301 – 10358

COURT  COURT OF KING’S BENCH OF ALBERTA  

JUDICIAL CENTRE: CALGARY 

IN THE MATTER OF THE BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY ACT, 
RSC 1985, C-8, AS AMENDED 

AND IN THE MATTER OF THE NOTICE OF INTENTION TO MAKE A 
PROPOSAL OF MANTLE MATERIALS GROUP, LTD. 

APPLICANTS: MANTLE MATERIALS GROUP, LTD.  

DOCUMENT: AFFIDAVIT 

ADDRESS FOR SERVICE AND 
CONTACT INFORMATION OF 
PERSON FILING THIS 
DOCUMENT: 

Field LLP 
Barristers and Solicitors 
400, 444 – 7th Avenue SW 
Calgary, AB T2P 0X8 
Attention:  Doug Nishimura 
Ph: (403) 260-8500 Fax: (403) 264-7084 
File No.  

AFFIDAVIT OF HEATHER DENT 
SWORN ON AUGUST ___, 2023

I, HEATHER DENT, of the City of Edmonton, in the Province of Alberta, MAKE OATH AND SAY 
THAT: 

1. I am a Compliance Manager with the Government of Alberta, Department of Environment and 
Protected Areas (“AEP").  As such I have personal knowledge of the facts and matters in this 
Affidavit except those made upon information and belief, in which case I believe them to be 
true.   

BACKGROUND 

2.  AEP first became involved in court proceedings involving Mantle Materials Group LTD 
(“Mantle”) in 2021, in applications under the Company's Creditors Arrangement Act (" CCAA") 
by Mantle, JMB Crushing Systems Inc. (“JMB”) and 2161889 Alberta Ltd (“216”).  (Collectively, 
the CCAA Applicants). The CCAA Applicants sought to remove certain Reclamation Obligations 
imposed by AEP from the normal regulatory scheme and, instead, place those obligations under 
court supervision.  AEP opposed this relief. 
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3. In the CCAA Application, I swore an Affidavit on March 29, 2021, a copy of which is attached 
hereto and marked as “Exhibit A”.  This Affidavit was sworn in respect of public lands and public 
land dispositions subject to AEP supervision.  In addition, my colleague Maxwell Harrison, also a 
Compliance Manager with AEP, swore an Affidavit on the same date with respect to private 
lands upon which the Applicants operated and which were subject to AEP administration and 
regulation.  Mr. Harrison's Affidavit (less the Exhibits) is attached hereto and marked as “Exhibit 
B”.  I adopt the facts and statements set forth in my March 29, 2021 Affidavit and that of Mr. 
Harrison as if set out in full herein insofar as they relate to the present Application by Mantle.  
Exhibits A and B do not include exhibits, however, they may be found on the website of the 
Monitor at http://cfcanada.fticonsulting.com/jmb/motions.htm.  

4. The Court in the CCAC Application declined a portion of the relief sought by the Applicants with 
respect to the oversight of its Reclamation Obligations and directed that all of the Reclamation 
Obligations and Procedures be carried out as usual following the reorganization of the 
Applicants.  More particularly, paragraph 16 of the Reverse Vesting Order granted in the CCAA 
Application states:  

Nothing in this Order shall: 

a. affect the respective obligations of JMB, 216 or any director of JMB or 
216, at all times, including following the Effective Time  

i. to resolve Compliance Issues;  

ii. to perform Reclamation Obligations on the Lands in 
accordance with the Regulatory Legislation ; or 

iii. to comply with their respective obligations under the 
216 Dispositions, the JMB Dispositions, the EPEA 
Registrations and Regulatory Legislation.   

b. affect any liabilities of any director of JMB or 216 that may arise from any 
failure of JMB or 216 to comply with their respective obligations under the 
216 Dispositions, the JMB Dispositions, the EPEA Registrations and the 
Regulatory Legislation at all times, including after the Effective Time; or  

c. limit the exercise of any power, right or remedy by a Regulatory Body 
against JMB, 216 or any director to enforce the obligations and liabilities 
referred to in paragraph 16(a) and 16(b). 

5. Accordingly, it is the view of AEP that the Court recognized and gave effect to the ability of AEP 
to administer and regulate the activities of Mantle (which became the successor to JMB and 216 
as a result of the CCAA Application and to ensure compliance with the existing Reclamation 
Obligations.   
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PRESENT APPLICATION  

6. AEP understands, from the materials filed by Mantle as well as communications to AEP from 
Mantle and its counsel, that Mantle intends to comply with all existing Reclamation Obligations 
that are in place.  AEP further understands that the interim relief sought by Mantle within the 
Application for an extension of the stay under the BIA and for approval of interim financing will 
assist Mantle in performing reclamation work.  AEP’s satisfaction with Mantle’s compliance is 
important to ensure that the land in question is sufficiently remediated so as to enable 
landowners and the public to subsequently use the land for other purposes. 

7. It is the view of AEP that this reclamation work would be best conducted by Mantle, as it is the 
operator on-site, has familiarity with the compliance process and the work which needs to be 
done and is best suited to perform the work on an economical basis.  This will be to the benefit 
of all stakeholders, since any other party performing the reclamation work will have to expend 
more resources and funds to accomplish the same result. 

8. Further, it is AEP's view that time is of the essence, given the short window before winter freeze 
up to perform reclamation work. 

9. Should Mantle’s proposal proceedings fail and Mantle is assigned into bankruptcy, AEP will 
continue to enforce the Reclamation Obligations now in place and will also take all steps 
necessary in order to protect the interest of the Province and its citizens with respect to public 
lands which are involved, as well as the private landowners whose land is also subject to the AEP 
Reclamation Obligations as more particularly described in paragraphs 12 – 24, 56 - 57 of my May 
21, 2021 Affidavit and paragraphs 5 – 17 and 51 of Mr. Harrison’s  Affidavit.  

10. Given that the AEP views Mantle as being the most suitable party to undertake reclamation 
operations, for the reasons noted above, the AEP is supportive of Mantle’s application. 

SWORN BEFORE ME at the City of 
Edmonton, in the Province of Alberta, this 
11th day of August, 2023. 

_________________________________ 
A Commissioner for Oaths in and for 
Alberta 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

__________________________________ 
HEATHER DENT 
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