












































































  

dmarechal@casse ls .com 

tel :   +1 403 351 2922  

fax:   +1 403 648 1151  

 

January 22, 2021 

  
By Registered Mail/Email/Facsimile 
 
Intact Insurance Company 
299, 999 W Hastings St 
Vancouver, BC V6C 2W2 
 
Minister of Transportation 
Alberta Transportation, Program Management Branch 
1st Floor, Twin Aria Building 
4999  98 Avenue 
Edmonton, AB T6B 2X3 
 
Trevcon Enterprises Ltd. 
39 Hamptons Dr NW 
Calgary, AB T3A 5H7   

Dear Sirs/Mesdames: 

Re:  Written Notice of Claim against Intact Insurance Company  Labour and Material 
Payment Bond 

 
Principal:  Trevcon Enterprises Ltd.  
Surety: Intact Insurance Company  
Claimant:  Metro Paving and Roadbuilding Ltd.  
Bond:   Labour and Material Payment Bond No.  
Project:  Contract No. 14083  Red Deer River Bridge on Hwy 27      

We are counsel to BDO Canada Limited in its capacity as receiver and manager (in such capacity, 
Receiver  of Metro Paving and Roadbuilding Ltd., Metro Paving Ltd., Metro Pars Corporation, 

and Grasslands of Beiseker Development Corporation. The Receiver was appointed pursuant to an 
Receivership Order A copy of the Receivership 

Order is enclosed for your reference. We note that we have not yet received a filed copy of the 
Receivership Order back from the Court. 

Metro Paving and Roadbuilding Ltd. Claimant  is a Claimant
Bond. A copy of the Bond in enclosed for your reference. The Claimant contracted directly with the 
Principal under the Bond for the performance of certain work at the Project generally described as 
the construction of structural steel or precast concrete girder bridge; demolition of existing bridge 
structure and other work  grading granular base course asphalt concrete pavement and other work 

Work  

The Receiver is currently making enquiries to confirm the last date of work on the project.  





































  

dmarechal@casse ls .com 

tel :   +1 403 351 2922  

fax:   +1 403 648 1151  

 

January 28, 2021 

  
By Registered Mail 
 
Zurich Insurance Company Ltd. 
5500, 100 King Street W 
First Canadian Place 
Toronto, ON  M5X 1C9 
 
Travelers Insurance Company of Canada 
165 University Avenue 
Toronto, ON  M5H 3B9 
 
Chubb Insurance Company of Canada 
2500, 199 Bay Street 
Toronto, ON  M5L 1E2 
 
PCL Construction Management Inc. 
9915 56 Avenue NW 
Edmonton, AB  T6E 5L7   

Dear Sirs/Mesdames: 

Re:  Written Notice of Claims  Labour and Material Payment Bond & Performance Bond  
 

Principal:  PCL Construction Management Inc.  
Sureties: Zurich Insurance Company Ltd. 
  Travelers Insurance Company of Canada 
  Chubb Insurance Company of Canada  
Claimant:  Metro Paving and Roadbuilding Ltd.  
Bonds:  Labour and Material Payment Bond & Performance Bond No. 917103488 

s  
Project:  Project No. 727, Contract No. 5P423-180931/001/PWU  Whistler 

Campground Upgrades, Jasper, AB      

We are counsel to BDO Canada Limited in its capacity as receiver and manager (in such capacity, 
Receiver  of Metro Paving and Roadbuilding Ltd., Metro Paving Ltd., Metro Pars Corporation, 

and Grasslands of Beiseker Development Corporation. The Receiver was appointed pursuant to an 
order of the Court Receivership Order A copy of the 
Receivership Order is enclosed for your reference. We note that we have not yet received a filed 
copy of the Receivership Order back from the Court but can provide you with a filed copy in due 
course. 

Metro Paving and Roadbuilding Ltd. Claimant  is a Claimant
Bonds. The Claimant contracted directly with the Principal under the Bond for the performance of 











































Is your claim based on Holdback due to the Principal? Please answer Yes or No:

What is the Amount of Holdback?

When is/was Holdback due payable? Please enter a date:

1. Evidence and documents supporting other amounts claimed, which have not been agreed to, or
authorised in writing under the Contract or Change order.

2. A copy of any claim for Lien.
3. A Workers Compensation Board clearance.
4. A statutory declaration with respect to the claimants own subcontractors and suppliers.
5. Email exchanges between yourself and the Principal and/or Obligee.

Please review and complete this form in full and return it along with the requested information to our office at your
earliest convenience.

Please be sure to send a copy of your Claim Notice to the Principal and Obligee, as it is a requirement that all
parties are provided with notice that a claim has been alleged.  Please note that Intact Insurance Company
requires a reasonable amount of time to investigate this matter.

Address:

Please enter a short description about the nature of your Claim: if more room is required, please
attach a sheet to this form.

Email: Phone:

1. A complete copy of the Contract with the Principal.
2. A copy of the L & M Bond from the Principal or Obligee.
3. Copies of all invoices and/or progress billings submitted to the Principal.
4. Copies of all statements of accounts rendered to the Principal.
5. A summary of all payments made including the date of each payment.
6. Evidence of the last date of the labour/material was supplied (ie: Time Sheets, Delivery Slips etc).
7. Copies of all change orders issued with respect to the Contract.

Labour and Material Bond - Claim Form

Full Name/Company Name Bond Number Amount Being Claimed

The following is a list of Documents that are required to be submitted with your Claim.

The following is a list of Documents that you must submit with your Claim where applicable.

Metro Paving and Roadbuilding Ltd. 917103488 $546,756.16

7615-40th St NE, Calgary AB

$158,561.17

December 16, 2020

  YES

The Principal has wrongfully neglected, refused or otherwise failed to pay the aggregate amount of claim, which is due to Metro Paving and Roadbuilding Ltd. for work properly

performed and completed under contract. No valid reason for failure to pay has been provided by the Principal to Metro Paving and Roadbuilding Ltd. and the Principal is in

default of its payment obligations. Please note that the amount owing as indicated in item 5 - Summary of Payments Made includes an amount relating to a holdback in the amount

of $158,561.17, which amount is net of GST. The holdback figure inclusive of GST is $166,489.23, which accounts for the difference between the amount owing figure of $538,828.36

indicated in Item 5 and the actual claim amount of $546,756.16.



Please be advised that in corresponding with you on this matter, it should not be construed as an admission of
liability under the Bond or at law as all rights and defences are expressly reserved. The information contained on this
form does not limit the need for further information in order to evaluate your claim.  Intact Insurance Company
reserves the right to ask for additional information and reserves all of its rights pertaining to the analysis of the same
information.

I CERTIFY THAT ALL INFORMATION CONTAINED IN AND ATTACHED TO THIS DOCUMENT TO BE TRUE.

SIGNED, SEALED & DELIVERED in the presence of:

Name (Please Print)

Address

Occupation

)
)
)
)
)
) AUTHORIZED SIGNATORY
)
)
)

DUE AMOUNT

Contract Price $________

Change Order/Extra Amount $________

Received/Paid Amount $________

Claimed Amount $________

1,906,900

-74,269

1,118,136

546,756

Doris Zheng

8 the Esplanade, Toronto, ON

Manager, Corporate FRS













































































 

 
  































































































  

 

dmarechal@casse ls .com  

tel :   +1 403 351 2922  

fax:   +1 403 648 1151  

f i le  #  28677-31  

February 25, 2021 

Via Emai l :  j ta i t inger@rmrf.com    

  
Reynolds Mirth Richards & Farmer LLP 
1200 Manulife Place, 10180  101 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta, T5J 3W8 

Attention: Jeremy Taitinger 
  

Dear Sir: 
  
Re: Claim on Labour and Material Payment Bond No. 917103488 relating 

to Subcontract No. 90437018OS entered into between PCL 
Construction Management Inc. and Metro Paving and Roadbuilding Ltd. 

   

As you are aware, we are counsel to BDO Canada Limited in its capacity as receiver and 
Receiver

our correspondence dated January 28, 2021 and your correspondence dated February 9, 2021. 
Terms not otherwise defined herein shall have the meaning ascribed to them in the Consent 

Receivership Order , a copy of 
which is enclosed for your reference.  

We are writing to advise you that is the 
that work was properly performed under the Subcontract, that there are no 

deficiencies with respect to this work and that funds in the amount of $1,285,104.61 (the 
Amounts Owing are due and owing by PCL to Metro for such work. As such, the Receiver 

hereby demands payment in full of the Amounts Owing.  

With regards to the allegation of Mr.  with respect to the payment 
of subcontractors, the Receiver is not aware of the particulars of any alleged false 
representations or their veracity. Please provide us with any documentation or other information 
in support of these allegations 
convenience.  

Based on the information it has received to date, the Receiver is not aware of any breaches by 
Metro under the subcontract.  Please provide any evidence PCL has to the contrary.  As PCL is 
aware, Metro has been awaiting payment of amounts invoiced and owed for several months.  
These invoices also carry amounts for 
not be in a position to make payment to these subcontractors without payment by PCL.  The 
Receiver does not acknowledge any set-off without further proof by PCL. 











  

 

dmarechal@casse ls .com  

tel :   +1 403 351 2922  

fax:   +1 403 648 1151  

f i le  #  28677-31  

March 25, 2021 

Via Emai l :  j ta i t inger@rmrf.com    

  
Reynolds Mirth Richards & Farmer LLP 
1200 Manulife Place, 10180  101 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta, T5J 3W8 

Attention: Jeremy Taitinger 
  

Dear Sir: 
  
Re: Claim on Labour and Material Payment Bond No. 6353748/90039519/8252-61-16 

relating to a subcontract entered into between PCL Construction 
Management Inc. and Metro Paving and Roadbuilding Ltd.    

As you are aware, we are counsel to BDO Canada Limited in its capacity as receiver and 
Receiver

our correspondence dated January 28, 2021 and February 25, 2021 and your correspondence 
dated February 9, 2021 and March 4, 2021. Terms not otherwise defined herein shall have the 
meaning ascribed to them in the Consent Receivership Order pronounced on January 20, 2021 

Receivership Order . 

Whistlers Project  Amounts Owing / Bond Claim 

Based on the information provided by PCL to date, PCL has not established an entitlement to 

9, 2020 Alleged Losses -off the Alleged Losses 
against amounts owing by PCL More particularly, PCL has failed to provide 
supporting documentation with respect to items such as the following: 

 Payments to Lafarge and other trucking companies  The Receiver understands that 
Lafarge and the other trucking companies are sub-subcontractors of Metro. As such, 
the Receiver is not aware of any direct obligation between PCL and the foregoing 
entities. It is th view that any portion of the Alleged Losses that represent 
payments to sub-subcontractors of Metro, should be paid to the Receiver directly. 

 Rejection of the asphalt  The Receiver is not aware of any basis upon which PCL is 
entitled to reject the asphalt. PCL has not established that the asphalt could not be 
repaired.  

 Premiums  The Receiver is not aware of any basis upon which PCL is entitled to 
claim premiums. 
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  The Receiver is not aware of any basis upon which PCL is 
entitled to deduct these amounts.  

 Duty to mitigate  PCL has not provided the Receiver with any information to prove 
that PCL has mitigated its losses.  

Please note that the foregoing is not intended to be an exhaustive list of the deficiencies with 
 We also wish to remind 

you that pursuant to paragraph 9 of the Receivership Order, all rights and remedies of any 
Person (including set-off rights) in respect of Metro are stayed and shall not be exercised 
without leave of the Court. In addition, paragraph 3(f) of the Receivership Order empowers the 
Receiver to collect monies owing and exercise all available remedies to do so. 

As we advised in our prior correspondence, funds in the amount of $1,285,104.61 (the 
Amounts Owing

Receiver hereby reiterates its demand for payment in full of the Amounts Owing.  

Please be advised that if payment of the Amounts Owing is not received by the Receiver on or 
before April 15, 2021, the Receiver intends to pursue all collection remedies, including a claim 
under the Bond. In anticipation of being required to take such steps, the Receiver also reiterates 
its request for the sureties  contact information so that it may submit a claim under the Bond.  

Should PCL fail to: (i) provide information to substantiate its entitlement to the Alleged Losses to 
the satisfaction of the Receiver acting in its sole discretion; (ii) pay the Receiver the Amounts 
Owing; and/or (iii) provide the Receiver with the contact information for the sureties, the 
Receiver intends to bring an application and/or commence an action to compel PCL to comply 
with some or all of the foregoing demands. In light of the fact that this request is being made 
pursuant to a Court order, we anticipate that PCL will act accordingly.  

Asphalt Plant 

With respect to the asphalt plant, subject to obtaining Court approval, the Receiver has chosen 
an auctioneer to auction the assets of Debtors (including the asphalt plant) and it is anticipated 
that the auction will occur in late April. The Receiver will not be removing the asphalt plant from 
its current location prior to the auction date. While the Receiver is of the view that neither PCL 
nor the replacement contractor will suffer any damages as a result of the asphalt plant 
remaining in its current location until it has been sold at auction, to the extent any damages are 
suffered by PCL in that regard, those damages will constitute an unsecured claim in the 
receivership. 
leading up to and throughout to the auction process.  

The Receiver has had preliminary discussions with the replacement contractor to determine 
whether the replacement contractor would be interested in purchasing the asphalt plant and will 
keep you appraised should anything come of these discussions. 

 





 

 WRITER'S E-MAIL jtaitinger@rmrf.com WRITER'S DIRECT PHONE (780) 497-3317 

 YOUR FILE                                      OUR FILE 50091-086-JDT 

 

March 31, 2021 
VIA EMAIL: dmarechal@cassels.com    

Cassels Brock & Blackwell LLP 
#3810, Bankers Hall West 
888 3rd Street SW 
Calgary, AB  T2P 5C5 
 
Attention: Danielle Marechal  
 
Re: 

90437018OS 

 
 
Thank you for your letter of March 24, 2021. If the Receiver has reviewed all of the 
materials provided previously and is still of the view that $1,285,104.61 is owing by PCL 
to Metro, then the Receiver will need to take whatever steps it deems appropriate. PCL 
will vigorously defend any claim for amounts to be paid to Metro. 
 
PCL has the following responses to the specific issues you raise in your March 24, 2021 
letter: 
 
Payments to Lafarge and other companies 
 
PCL paid Lafarge and other companies pursuant to Directions to Pay issued by Metro. 
Copies of these Directions to Pay are attached as Attachments 1-5 to this letter. These 

Receiver as you suggest. 
 
Rejected Asphalt 
 

provided documentation on this issue. 
Specification 32 12 16 (Attachment 6), which at page 12 shows the pay factor percentage 
for asphalt is based on density. Any density below 96.5% is to be removed and replaced. 
The Asphalt Test Reports found at Attachment 7 show a number of 
work below 96.5% and others at density levels which disentitle Metro to full payment. 
What additional information doe
reduction in pay amounts for asphalt installed by Metro is appropriate? 
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February 9, 2021 
 
 
 
Premiums 
 

The only possible reference I can see in my previous correspondence is the premium for 
the replacement contractor. This is the additional cost incurred by PCL to have a 

 PCL re-
remaining scope of work and selected the lowest responding bidder.  Is the Receiver 
suggesting that PCL is not entitled to deduct the additional costs incurred for retaining a 
replacement contractor from amounts otherwise owing to Metro? 
 

 
 
As set out in my previous correspondence, PCL has a contractual right of set off. PCL 
posted a multi-level L&M Bond on this project. PCL is obligated to indemnify the Surety 

L&M Bond for non-payment by Metro, PCL is 
entitled to set off those amounts against anything owing to Metro. PCL will contest any 
assertions to the contrary. 
 
Duty to Mitigate 
 
PCL has kept the Receiver continuously updated on the ongoing duties to mitigate and 

With the approval of the Receiver, PCL moved quickly to retain an alternate contractor 
and selected the alternate contractor with the lowest bid. This is definitive mitigation. PCL 
knows that as an unsecured creditor it will unlikely recover any shortfall from Metro 
through the insolvency proceedings and so is taking reasonable steps to minimize the 

 and deficient work. If the Receiver has specific concerns about 
 

 
Asphalt Plant 
 
The asphalt plant continues to be a problem. The Receiver has confirmed that PCL is not 
entitled to take possession of the asphalt plant and that it will not remove the asphalt plant 

does not owe Metro anything, the extra costs arising from the asphalt plant remaining on 
site will only serve to further erode any potential claim that the Receiver has against PCL. 
 
The Owner has recently advised PCL that the asphalt plant is leaking oil into the ground. 
As the asphalt plant is in the possession of, and the responsibility of, the Receiver, we 
trust that the Receiver will take steps to investigate this situation and minimize any 
environmental contamination while it remains in Jasper National Park.  
 
Surety Information 
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February 9, 2021 
 
 
You have asked for Surety 
L&M Bond contains all necessary information and instructions to proceed with a claim 
against the L&M Bond. It also appears that the Receiver has already issued 
correspondence to the Surety in respect of the L&M Bond. In any event, I have gathered 
the following addresses and contact information for you: 
 
Zurich Insurance Company Ltd 
Attention: Surety Claims Dept. 
100 King St. W., Suite 5500 
P.O. Box 290 
Toronto, Ontario  M5X 1C9 
Fax: 416-586-2980 
surety.claims@zurich.com 
 
Travelers Insurance Company of Canada 
Attention:  Surety Claim Canada 
1275 North Service Road, 2nd Floor 
Oakville, Ontario, L6M 3M3 
 Fax: 1-866-777-7889 
 suretyclaimcanada@travelers.com 
 
Chubb Insurance Company of Canada 
Attention:  Surety Claims 
199 Bay Street, Suite 2500 
P.O. Box 139, Commercial Post Station 
Toronto, Ontario  M5L 0E2 
Fax: 416-856-5010 
canadaclaims@chubb.com 
 
 
If you have further questions, please let me know. 
 
Yours truly, 

REYNOLDS MIRTH RICHARDS & FARMER LLP 

PER: 

 

 

JEREMY TAITINGER  
JDT/djw 
cc: Client  

 



  

 

dmarechal@casse ls .com  

tel :   +1 403 351 2922  

fax:   +1 403 648 1151  

f i le  #  28677-31  

April 8, 2021 

Via Emai l:  jtait inger@rmrf.com    

  
Reynolds Mirth Richards & Farmer LLP 
1200 Manulife Place, 10180  101 Street 
Edmonton, Alberta, T5J 3W8 

Attention: Jeremy Taitinger 

  

Dear Sir: 

  
Re: Claim on Labour and Material Payment Bond No. 6353748/90039519/8252-61-16 (the 

relating to a subcontract entered into between PCL Construction Management 
Inc. and Metro Paving and Roadbuilding Ltd.    

As you are aware, we are counsel to the Receiver. We are writing further to our correspondence dated 
January 28, 2021, February 25, 2021 and March 25, 2021 and your correspondence dated February 9, 
2021, March 4, 2021 and March 31, 2021. Terms not otherwise defined herein shall have the meaning 
ascribed to them in our March 25, 2021 correspondence.  

therein. 

Payments to Lafarge and Other Companies 

While the Receiver acknowledges receipt of the directions to pay enclosed as attachments 1-5 in your 
March 31, 2021 correspondence Directions to Pay , none of the amounts covered by the 
Directions to Pay have been included in the outstanding amounts owed to Metro Amounts Owing . As 
such, no set-off is available for amounts paid under the Directions to Pay.  

Rejected Asphalt 

We have reviewed a copy of Specifications 32, 12 16 (attachment 6 to your prior correspondence) and 
the Combined Asphalt Test Reports (attachment 7 to your prior correspondence). Based on our review of 
same, we do not see anything to indicate that there were asphalt density levels below 96.5%. Please 
direct us to the specific references to asphalt density levels below 96.5% should you disagree with this 
position. In the event that the Combined Asphalt Test Reports do indicate density levels below 96.5%, we 
note that at best, this would entitle PCL to a reduction in the Amounts Owing in accordance with the 
relevant contracts. As such, to the extent PCL is asserting asphalt density levels below 96.5%, please 

corresponding reduction to the 
Amounts Owing.  
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Premiums 

the extent that a replacement contractor has been engaged and is being paid for work that overlaps with 
amounts being claimed as part of the Amounts Owing, please provide us with all documentation in 
support of these amounts and the scope of work that they cover for our consideration. To the extent that 
there is no overlap with amounts being claimed as part of the Amounts Owing, 
that PCL is not entitled to set- the Amounts Owing.  

 

The Receiver has reviewed the terms of the Bond  and has concerns with the 
proposition that PCL/the sureties can pay the sub-subcontractors directly and seek to set-off the amounts 
paid to the sub-subcontractors against the amounts claimed by the Receiver on behalf of Metro under its 
contract with PCL.  

We understand that there is no direct contractual relationship between PCL and the sub-subcontractors 
and that the only document that may make PCL liable to the sub-subcontractors directly is the Bond. In 
particular, the Receiver understands that it is the following provisions of the Bond that may make PCL 
directly liable to the sub-subcontractors: 

 PCL Construction Management Inc., as Principal e, 
subject to the conditions hereinafter contained, held and firmly bound unto Her Majesty the 
Queen in right of Canada as Obligee, hereinafter called the Crown, in the amount of Twenty Four 
Million Three Hundred Sixty Five Thousand Ninety Three and 37/100 dollars($24,365,093.37), 
lawful money of Canada, for payment of which sum, well and truly to be made, the Principal and 
the Surety bind themselves, their heirs, executors, administrators, successor and assigns, jointly 
and severally  [emphasis added] 

For the purpose of this bond, a Claimant is defined as one having a direct contract with the 
Principal or any Sub-Contractor of the Principal  [emphasis added] 
 

view that the foregoing language in the Bond raises the following main issues: 

1. Is the language in the Bond broad enough to allow the sub-subcontractors to make claims under 
the Bond?  

2. 
PCL to pay the sub-subcontractors directly, as opposed to paying Metro directly under PCL
contract with Metro? 

3. On the assumption that PCL is liable to pay under two documents (i.e. it is liable to pay Metro 
under its contract with Metro and is also liable to pay how would 
a Court determine under which agreement PCL should make payment? Would the fact that a 

paramountcy or the single proceeding model)?  

4. In the event that PCL/the sureties make payment directly to the sub-subcontractors, are PCL/the 
sureties entitled to claim set-off against the estate of Metro? 
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In our view, the key issue concerning the Bond is whether a Court would determine that PCL is entitled to 
make payment directly to the sub-subcontractors, as this would impact whether the payments made by 
PCL  

On the assumption that PCL (and not the sureties
concerns with PCL making payment directly to the sub-subcontractors are that: (i) a claim under the Bond 
does not arise unless PCL fails to make payment under the contracts subject to the Bond; and (ii) there is 
no direct contractual relationship between PCL and the sub-subcontractors. As a result of the foregoing, 
without clear case law on point, it is difficult to justify the position that PCL can pay the sub-
subcontractors directly, thereby bypassing the receivership proceedings completely, and in effect 
preferring the sub-subcontractors (who would ordinarily be unsecured creditors in the receivership) to the 
Bank of Montreal  

On the other hand, if it were argued that PCL must pay funds to the Receiver and cannot pay the sub-
subcontractors directly, the Receiver anticipates that PCL will attempt to use its joint and several liability 
under the Bond as a defence and/or as a basis to claim set-off. The practical effects of requiring PCL to 
pay funds to the Receiver (as opposed to the sub-subcontractors) are as follows: 

 PCL would pay amounts owing under the contract between PCL and Metro to the Receiver. 
Notwithstanding that Metro owes amounts to the sub-subcontractors (which would have ordinarily 
been paid from the PCL funds), it is unlikely that any funds will flow down to the sub-
subcontractors as they are unsecured creditors. To the best of our knowledge, we are not aware 
of a certificate of substantial performance being issued in respect of this project.  Under the 
Alberta , there are trust obligations that arise when a certificate of substantial 
performance is issued, as any monies that are paid out to the contractor after the issuance of a 
certificate of substantial performance are considered trust funds for the benefit of subcontractors, 
sub-subcontractors and suppliers. However, absent a certificate of substantial performance, any 
payments by PCL to Metro would not be trust funds for the benefit of the sub-subcontractors and 
therefore would form part of the pool of monies available to the Receiver. 

 -subcontractors would 
pursue their claims under the Bond. 

 To the extent the claims of the sub-subcontractors are valid, the surety would be required to 
payout those claims and seek recovery from PCL. PCL would then be in a position where they 

argue that they should not be required to pay on some 
equitable basis.   

Based on our preliminary research, there does not appear to be case law on point or an established 
practice of how a principal should make payment where it is liable to different payees under two separate 
contracts. This is particularly true where one of the entities is in receivership. Because this appears to be 
a relatively complex and novel issue, it is our view that the most appropriate course of action is for the 
Receiver to bring an application for advice and direction, which would allow the affected stakeholders to 
fully argue their respective positions should they chose to do so. As previously advised, we have Court 
time book on April 22, 2012 at 2:00 PM at which time we intend to seek the advice and direction of the 
Court in relation to the foregoing. Please be advise that it will be up to the affected stakeholders to argue 
their position at this application.  

 





District of: Alberta

Division No.: 02 - Calgary

Court No.: 25-2736990

Estate No.: 25-2736990

In the Matter of the Bankruptcy of:

Metro Paving & Roadbuilding Ltd.

Debtor

BDO CANADA LIMITED / BDO CANADA LIMITÉE

Licensed Insolvency Trustee

Ordinary Administration

Date and time of bankruptcy: May 12, 2021, 16:11 Security: $0.00

Date of trustee appointment: May 12, 2021

Meeting of creditors: May 31, 2021, 13:00

Meeting to be conducted via Conference

Telephone
., Alberta

Canada,

Chair: Trustee

CERTIFICATE OF APPOINTMENT - Section 49 of the Act; Rule 85

I, the undersigned, official receiver in and for this bankruptcy district, do hereby certify that:

- the aforenamed debtor filed an assignment under section 49 of the Bankruptcy and Insolvency Act;

- the aforenamed trustee was duly appointed trustee of the estate of the debtor.

The said trustee is required:

- to provide to me, without delay, security in the aforementioned amount;

- to send to all creditors, within five days after the date of the trustee's appointment, a notice of the bankruptcy; and

- when applicable, to call in the prescribed manner a first meeting of creditors, to be held at the aforementioned time
and place or at any other time and place that may be later requested by the official receiver.

Date: May 12, 2021, 18:23

E-File/Dépôt Electronique Official Receiver

Harry Hays Building,  220 - 4th Ave SE, Suite 478, Calgary, Alberta, Canada, T2G4X3, (877)376-9902
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