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jbarret to@cassels .com 
te l :   +1 403 351 3825   
 

 

BY EMAIL AND RESS 

October 3, 2025 
Ms. Nancy Marconi 
Registrar 
Ontario Energy Board 
Suite 2700, 2300 Yonge Street 
P.O. Box 2319 
Toronto, ON M4P 1E4  

Dear Ms. Marconi, 

Impala Canada Ltd. – Expropriation Application for the Impala Canada Ltd. transmission 
line – Application 

Impala Canada Ltd. (“Impala”) hereby applies to the Ontario Energy Board (“OEB”) pursuant to 
section 99(1).2 of the Ontario Energy Board Act, 19981 for authority to expropriate certain 
interests in the lands as more particularly described and shown in the attached plans and 
descriptions. 

Impala confirms that all documents filed in support of Impala’s application do not disclose any 
personal information under the Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act2.  

An electronic copy of this Application has been filed through the OEB’s Regulatory Electronic 
Submission System. 

Sincerely, 

 

 

Jeremy Barretto 

cc: Tim Hill, Chief Executive Officer, Impala Canada Ltd.

 
1 SO 1998, c 15, Sch B. 
2 RSO 1990, c F 31. 
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ONTARIO ENERGY BOARD 

IN THE MATTER OF the Ontario Energy Board Act, 1998, S.O. 

1998, c.15, Schedule B (the “OEB Act”); 

AND IN THE MATTER OF section 99 (1) of the OEB Act; and 

AND IN THE MATTER OF an Application by Impala Canada Ltd. 

for authority to expropriate land for the purpose of operating a 

transmission line to Impala Canada Ltd.’s mine. 

 

 

APPLICATION FOR AUTHORITY TO EXPROPRIATE LAND INTERESTS 

IMPALA CANADA LTD. 

 

October 3, 2025 
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A. INTRODUCTION 

1. Impala Canada Ltd. (“Impala”) owns and operates a 115 kV transmission line and facilities 

(the “Impala Line”). The Impala Line is an integral part of the Lac des Iles Mine (the “LDI 
Mine”), which is located approximately 130 kilometres (“km”) by road northwest of 

Thunder Bay. Appendix 4 of this Application provides an aerial map showing the location 

of the entire route for the Impala Line that originates from the Impala Junction Station and 

proceeds to the LDI Mine. This circuit supplies the LDI Mine.  

2. Impala requires expropriation of a permanent easement over two parcels on which the 

Impala Line is currently located in order to ensure the continued safe and productive 

operations and potential closure of the LDI Mine.  

3. Impala has operated its transmission line on these parcels for 29 years and has engaged 

with the owner for almost a year to confirm the necessary land rights. The landowner has 

demanded that Impala remove the Impala Line and rejected negotiating a reasonable 

agreement.  

4. Expropriation is in the public interest in this case because the Impala Line is the only 

source of clean, efficient power for the LDI Mine, including the LDI Mine’s environmental 

and safety management systems. The Impala Line is also the only transmission line 

serving an economically and strategically important area which includes the LDI Mine 

deposit, which is one of only two known pure palladium sources in North America. 

Moreover, removal of the Impala Line would result in future environmental and stakeholder 

impacts to construct a new line to serve the area. 

B. REQUESTED RELIEF 

5. In accordance with Section 99(1).2 of the Ontario Energy Board Act (“OEB Act”),3 Impala 

seeks from the Ontario Energy Board (“OEB”) the authority to expropriate a permanent 

easement over two parcels of lands on which the Impala Line is situated: Parcel 4797, 

District of Fort William Freehold, being part of Grand Trunk Pacific Block 3, District of 

Thunder Bay, designated as Part 1 on Plan 55R-10563 and Parcel 4782, District of Fort 

William Freehold, being Part of Grand Trunk Pacific Block 1, District of Thunder Bay, 

designated as Part 1 on Plan 55R-10564 (the “Properties”) and as more particularly 

described and shown in the plans and descriptions attached hereto.  

 
3 1998, S.O. 1998, c.15, Schedule B. 
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6. In the alternative, Impala requests such other relief as the OEB may determine to be 

necessary and in the public interest to maintain the ongoing safe and reliable operation of 

the Independent Electric System Operator-controlled transmission grid, including the 

Impala Line, and the ongoing safe and reliable operation of the LDI Mine.   

C. BACKGROUND 

i. The Impala Line and the Properties 

7. The Impala Line delivers power to the Lac des Iles Mine site near Thunder Bay, Ontario 

and ties directly into the IESO-controlled grid, in the Township of Ware, near the Silver 

Falls Generating Station. The Impala Line is 65 km in length. A map illustrating the full 

Impala Line route is included in Appendix 4 of this Application. 

8. Based on the stamps on the poles of the Impala Line and other surrounding 

documentation, Impala understands that the Impala Line was constructed in 1996 by 

PowerTel Utilities Contractors Limited (“PowerTel”) as contractor for North American 

Palladium Ltd. (“NAPL”) and Lac Des Iles Mines Ltd. (“Lac Des Iles”). 

9. Much of the documentation related to the construction of the Impala Line almost thirty 

years ago has not been located, due in part to the changes of ownership. Impala has 

conducted such due diligence as possible by reviewing its own records, contacting 

PowerTel, and submitting a request under the Freedom of Information and Protection of 

Privacy Act4 (“FIPPA”) on July 2, 2025. The FIPPA request has been acknowledged but 

not yet responded to. 

10. The lands required for the Impala Line, including the current easements over the 

Properties, were originally acquired through a combination of private easement 

agreements and public land use permits.  

11. The Properties are subject to easement F0092792 and F0092791 dated February 18, 

1999 and registered December 30, 1999 (the “Easements”). The Easements were 

acquired from Abitibi-Consolidated Ltd. (“Abitibi”) by NAPL and Lac Des Iles. Abitibi then 

sold the lands to North Star Forestry Ltd. (“North Star”), a subsidiary of Wagner Forest 

Management Ltd. (collectively with North Star, “Wagner”), in December 2005. Wagner is 

 
4 R.S.O. 1990, c. F.31. 
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therefore the current owner of the Properties and successor under the Easements. Copies 

of the Easements are included in Appendix 5.  

12. The Easements were granted in perpetuity, with an initial term of 25 years subject to 

renewal. 

ii. Engagement with the Properties Owner  

13. Impala has engaged with Wagner to reach a voluntary agreement for more than ten 

months. Impala has been flexible and reasonable and provided numerous forms of 

counteroffer and potential land rights. Wagner has rejected them all.  

14. As of the date of this Application, negotiations with Wagner have been unsuccessful, 

despite Impala’s best efforts to negotiate in good faith. Impala maintains that the 

Easements remain in force in perpetuity but has made this application to provide certainty 

for the future of the Impala Line. 

15. Impala initially proposed renewal of the Easements and offered consideration to Wagner 

for a renewal of the Easements in perpetuity. However, Wagner and Impala have not been 

able to come to a voluntary agreement on such a renewal. Wagner has agreed in principle 

to the terms of such a renewal but has rejected all reasonable offers of compensation. The 

only issue outstanding between Wagner and Impala is the amount of compensation, as 

shown in the detailed summary following.  

16. Compensation has always been the core disagreement preventing voluntary agreement 

by negotiation, and in that negotiation, Wagner has refused to substantially vary its 

position. By early 2025, Wagner and Impala were in near agreement on the terms of a 

renewal of the Easements. Before that point, and increasingly after, the discussion 

focused on compensation for such a renewal.  

17. Wagner’s compensation offers have been unreasonable and unmoving.  Wagner has 

maintained that compensation up to the total replacement value of the Impala Line, or half 

that value, is justified.  

18. Impala meanwhile engaged an independent, third-party appraiser to appraise the lands in 

question in order to provide fair consideration for the continuation of the Easements. 

Impala obtained this appraisal from an accredited appraiser with the Appraisal Group 

(Thunder Bay) Inc. to provide for fair consideration of the Easement renewal. Such 

appraisal was prepared in accordance with the Canadian Uniform Standards of 
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Professional Practice adopted by the Appraisal Institute of Canada. Wagner has provided 

no such objective basis for its unreasonable offers and has instead referred to the “unique” 

situation of the Impala Line. 

19. Impala has consistently provided counteroffers, including different forms of easement and 

land purchase, to attempt to reach a mutually agreeable solution. Impala’s offers have 

grown by more than 10 times from its first offer. Impala has offered to renew the existing 

Easements, to agree to new easements on terms suggested by Wagner, and to purchase 

in fee simple the required lands. Wagner meanwhile stayed in the same proposed band 

of compensation and has not suggested it has any issue with the terms of a potential 

easement. In May, 2025, Wanger rejected Impala’s latest offer. On May 23, 2025, Impala 

requested Wagner provide a counter offer and received no response.  On September 4, 

2025, Impala notified Wagner of the planned filing of this application. On September 11, 

2025, Wagner reengaged in discussions with Impala. Impala participated in those 

discussions in good faith but the parties were unable to reach a resolution.  

20. In most recent discussions, Wagner has offered shorter terms of easement. As discussed 

further below, a shorter easement is not in the public interest. Impala requires power to 

the LDI Mine to maintain vital safety and environmental management systems for an 

indefinite period. The parties also have material differences regarding the cost of an 

indefinite easement, the details of which have been discussed without prejudice.  

21. Impala understands that Wagner’s position is that the Impala Line be removed from the 

Properties if an agreement acceptable to Wagner is not reached.  

22. Wagner’s demands to remove the Impala Line are not in the public interest, given the 

importance of the Impala Line as discussed further below. Wagner’s demands for removal 

and unreasonable compensation demonstrate that there is no viable path for a reasonable 

voluntary agreement for the rights required for the Impala Line on the Properties. Impala 

remains open to engaging in discussions for a reasonable agreement for an indefinite 

easement. 

D. PROJECT LAND REQUIREMENTS 

23. Expropriation authority is sought over limited land interests, namely, those required to 

safely and reliably operate the Impala Line on the Properties now and in the future. The 

expropriation authority sought in this Application is limited to the already existing Impala 
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Line on the Properties. The expropriation relief sought in this Application is intended to 

provide Impala with identical land interests to those provided through the voluntary 

agreements of the Easements. 

24. Given Wagner’s request for removal of the Impala Line after the Extension Period, Impala 

must seek expropriation authority from the OEB to confirm it is able to operate the Impala 

Line, irrespective of Impala’s ongoing willingness to secure these rights voluntarily. The 

ongoing operation of the Impala Line is necessary for the operational and environmental 

safety of the LDI Mine as discussed further below. 

E. DESCRIPTION OF THE LAND INTERESTS TO BE EXPROPRIATED 

25. A description of the Properties and the specific permanent easement interests in the 

Properties which Impala is seeking authority to expropriate is attached as Appendix 1. The 

description is inclusive of all land interests Impala requires to access, inspect, operate and 

maintain the Impala Line.  

26. Impala has conducted a search of title sufficient to identify the current registered 

Properties owners, those who hold registrable interests in the lands, and those with any 

interest in the lands directly affected by this Application. The names of these directly 

affected individuals are listed in Appendix 3. Impala confirms that all those directly affected 

by this Application were notified in writing, on September 3 and 4, 2025, of Impala’s 

intentions to proceed and seek the relief now requested in this Application. 

27. Attached hereto in Appendix 2 are copies of reference plans suitable for registration, 

showing the lands over which authority to expropriate the interests set out in Appendix 1 

is being requested. 

28. As noted above, Impala is willing to negotiate with Wagner for the necessary rights to 

support the Impala Line and the LDI Mine. This Application will be updated over the course 

of this proceeding should negotiations ameliorate and proceed to completion. 

F. APPLICATION OF SECTION 99 OF THE OEB ACT 

29. The OEB has exclusive jurisdiction in all matters where such jurisdiction is conferred on it 

by the OEB Act, Section 19(6). Accordingly, the OEB is the proper authority to review and 

make the decision to resolve this dispute. 
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30. The OEB is conferred with jurisdiction over expropriation for electricity transmission lines 

by Section 99 of the OEB Act. Pursuant to Section, a person may expropriate land for the 

purpose of an electricity transmission line, if such an expropriation is in the public interest:  

99 (1) The following persons may apply to the Board for authority to expropriate 

land for a work: 

1. Any person who has leave under this Part or a predecessor of this Part. 

2. Any person who intends to construct, expand or reinforce an electricity 

transmission line or an electricity distribution line or make an 

interconnection and who is exempted under this Act from the requirement 

to obtain leave.  

(2) The Board shall set a date for the hearing of the application, but the date shall 

not be earlier than 14 days after the date of the application.  

(3) The applicant shall file with the Board a plan and description of the land 

required, together with the names of all persons having an apparent interest in the 

land.  

(4) [Repealed] 

(5) If after the hearing the Board is of the opinion that the expropriation of the land 

is in the public interest, it may make an order authorizing the applicant to 

expropriate the land.  

31. The leave referenced in Section 99(1).1. is leave to construct, an approval given by the 

OEB which approves the physical transmission line infrastructure.5 Transmission lines 

serving private customers are exempt from the requirement for an application for leave to 

construct under the Definitions and Exemptions Regulation (“D&E Regulation”),6 Section 

6.2(1)(e):  

6.2 (1) Subsection 92 (1) of the Act does not apply to, … 

(e)  a person, other than a licensed transmitter or licensed distributor, that 

constructs, expands or reinforces an electricity transmission line, if the cost 

 
5 OEB Act, s. 92. 
6 O Reg 161/99. 
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of the construction, expansion or reinforcement of the line is to be 

exclusively paid for by the person; 

32. The OEB has affirmed the availability of expropriation for transmission lines which are 

exempt from the leave to construct requirement.7 The OEB has also confirmed that private 

companies building private transmission lines, for private purposes, can have access to 

expropriation as it is “a part of the overall scheme for transmission projects.”8  

33. Accordingly, Impala submits that if the Impala Line was constructed today, Impala would 

be exempt from the requirement for leave to construct, and would be able to seek 

expropriation as required. Impala is a private company who owns a private transmission 

line which is a part of the overall scheme for transmission projects. Impala is not a licensed 

transmitter, and the Impala Line, when constructed, was paid for exclusively by its 

constructor, NAPL and Lac Des Iles.  

34. However, Impala recognizes that the Impala Line was not constructed under the OEB Act. 

At the time of the construction of the Impala Line in 1996: 

(a) The jurisdiction of the OEB under the Ontario Energy Board Act9 only extended to 

gas infrastructure;  

(b) There was no requirement to obtain approvals to construct infrastructure such as 

transmission lines under the Public Utilities Act;10 and 

(c) Transmission lines were not designated as major commercial or business 

enterprises or activities which were subject to environmental assessment under 

the Environmental Assessment Act.11  

 
7 OEB, EB-2006-0352, Application by Hydro One Networks Inc. for authority to expropriate land for the 
purposes of an overhead transmission line for the Toyota Woodstock Transmission Interconnection 
project, April 25, 2007, para 16 [Toyota Procedural Decision]; Final Decision: OEB, EB-2006-0352, 
Application by Hydro One Networks Inc. for authority to expropriate land for the purposes of an overhead 
transmission line for the Toyota Woodstock Transmission Interconnection project, July 19, 2007 [Toyota 
Final Decision]. 
8 OEB Decision and Order EB-2011-0394, An application for an Order granting leave to construct 
Transmission facilities for McLean’s Mountain Wind LP, June 28, 2012, para 36 [McLean’s Mountain 
Decision]. 
9 RSO 1990, Chapter O.13. 
10 RSO 1990,  
11 OR 345/93, Designation and Exemption – Private Sector Developers; Ontario Environmental 
Assessment Act, RSO 1990, Chapter E.18. 
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35. However, the OEB has also previously granted expropriation to restore historic 

easements. Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc. (“Enbridge”) sought to restore an easement 

for a gas pipeline. The easement was previously granted by the St. Lawrence Seaway 

Authority to Enbridge’s predecessor. The land was then subdivided and sold to private 

owners, though it was not clear at what point the easement was lost.12 Enbridge argued 

that removal of the line would have resulted “in 46 distribution stations being below the 

minimum inlet pressures and approximately 5,600 residential and certain large volume 

contract customers being without natural gas and a further 1,400 customers with 

compromised delivery.”13 Given these considerations, the OEB found the restoration 

through expropriation was in the public interest.14  

36. Impala respectfully submits that the situation it faces in relation to the Properties and the 

Impala Line is analogous to the situation faced by Enbridge, and Section 99 of the OEB 

Act should similarly be applied to allow this application for expropriation authorization. 

Specifically, as discussed further below, the Impala Line provides electricity to important 

existing load, namely the LDI Mine and all of its environmental management and safety 

systems. The operation of those systems would be significantly disrupted If the 

expropriations are not granted and the Impala Line is removed, as sought by Wagner.  

37. Moreover, as noted, Impala’s alternative to expropriation on the Properties is to build a 

new transmission line to serve the LDI Mine, and this would be an inefficient outcome not 

in the public interest. Wagner has explicitly compared the renewal of the Easements to 

the alternative of a new transmission line. If Impala were to proceed with a new 

transmission line, an expropriation application would be available to Impala for that new 

line, under Section 99(1).2. of the OEB Act and Section 6.2(1)(e) of the D&E Regulation. 

However, the construction of a new transmission line across the same lands as an existing 

line would be duplicative, inefficient, and create new potential impacts on stakeholders. 

As the OEB has previously noted, “the concern about duplication of facilities is grounded 

in environmental and economic efficiency concerns.”15 Impala should not be forced to 

 
12 OEB, EB-2011-0391, Application by Enbridge Gas Distribution Inc. for a declaration and order(s) to 
expropriate land for the purposes of a natural gas distribution main in the City of Welland in the Region of 
Niagara, June 14, 2012, para 6 [Welland Restoration Decision]. 
13 Welland Restoration Decision, para 3. 
14 Welland Restoration Decision, para 16. 
15 OEB Decision and Order, RP-2005-0022, EB-2005-0441, EB-2005-0442, EB-2005-0443, EB-2005-
0473, January 6, 2006, p 29, PDF 33 of 87; see also OEB Decision and Order, EB-2012-0433, EB-2013-
0074, EB-2012-0451, January 30, 2014, p 51, PDF 57 of 97. 
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such an inefficient outcome in order to obtain the land rights necessary for the 

transmission infrastructure essential to the ongoing operations of the LDI Mine. 

G. PUBLIC INTEREST 

38. The expropriation authority requested herein is required for Impala to safely operate and 

maintain the Impala Line and provide service to, and in turn safely operate and maintain, 

the LDI Mine. The rights in the lands requested herein are integral to the continued 

uninterrupted use of the Impala Line and therefore are in the public interest.  

39. The LDI Mine has been operational for more than 25 years, employs over 700 people and 

significantly contributes to local businesses, thereby making a substantial contribution to 

the local economy. These contributions include important community benefits agreements 

with Fort William First Nation and Whitesand First Nation and memorandums of 

understanding with Métis Nation of Ontario and Red Sky Métis Independent Nation. Job 

creation, community investment and Indigenous partnerships are key benefits of the 

ongoing work at the LDI Mine, until at-least mid-next year. These benefits are dependent 

on the Impala Line. 

40. Impala is in the process of determining the future of the LDI Mine and has made initial 

plans for cessation of commercial production of the mine primarily due to the price of 

palladium. However, the LDI Mine will continue to provide significant community benefits 

for some time. Provincially and federally regulated on-site activities for environmental 

management and safety will also continue and require electricity for some time. Impala 

has not decided on the timeline for formal closure at the LDI Mine, and so those activities 

may continue indefinitely. Moreover, the long-term future of the LDI Mine site and the 

deposit on which it sits are uncertain. Future palladium prices may support further 

development at the mine site, which still has a significant critical mineral resource. 

41. Dams, pumps, and other systems related to the tailings management and water 

management systems at the LDI Mine all require consistent, reliable electricity in order to 

protect the environment and human health and safety. For instance, electrical systems 

associated with one of the shafts of the LDI Mine are required in order to maintain 

underground infrastructure such as the mine sumps and the fuel bay. As noted, Impala 

has not decided when formal closure will begin. However, even once closure has begun, 

electricity service to the LDI Mine will be required to operate environmental and safety 

features such as pumping and dam services for the water management and tailings 



LEGAL*68864022 
 

Page 12 

 

management facilities and related systems. The Impala Line serves those needs and does 

so in the most environmentally responsible and efficient manner.  

42. The LDI Mine not only significantly contributes to the local economy of the region, it is also 

one of two known pure palladium sources in North America. Bill 5, Protect Ontario by 

Unleashing our Economy Act, 2025 (“Bill 5”)16, received royal assent on June 5, 2025. Bill 

5’s Preamble discusses public interest in terms of security, resilience, economic 

development and support for Ontario’s critical minerals of which includes palladium.17  

Therefore, the continued and uninterrupted operation of the Impala Line, to serve the LDI 

Mine, or any future development at the LDI Mine site, serves Ontario’s security, resilience 

and economic development objectives and is therefore in the public interest. The removal 

of the portions of the Impala Line on the Properties would effectively cut off any further 

development of the significant and strategic resource at the LDI Mine. 

43. In addition to the strong public interest benefits of maintaining the safe and 

environmentally responsible operation of the LDI Mine, the expropriation sought in this 

Application also preserves the Impala Line itself. If the Impala Line is removed from the 

Properties as sought by Wagner, it would strand the remaining 46 km of the Impala Line. 

This outcome would be extremely inefficient, wasting significant installed transmission 

infrastructure which would otherwise have a long service life. The Impala Line also has 

the potential to serve other development in the Thunder Bay District, including mining, 

renewable energy and hydroelectric power, as well as potentially connecting currently off-

grid Indigenous communities. Removing an existing power line with the ability to serve 

current and future customers is not in the public interest. Replacing the Impala Line now 

or at a later date would be economically inefficient and would result in all the impacts of 

the construction of a long, linear project such as a transmission line. These impacts would 

include, among others, clearing, disruption of wildlife and attendant potential impacts on 

Aboriginal rights and interests, and the need to acquire new land rights. 

44. In sum, maintaining the existing Impala Line has significant public interest benefits. 

Negotiations with Wagner have stalled and Wagner has demanded that the Impala Line 

be removed from the Properties. Impala and other stakeholders require certainty on the 

 
16 Bill 5, Chapter 4 of the Statutes of Ontario, 2025, online: Bill 5, Protect Ontario by Unleashing our 
Economy Act, 2025 - Legislative Assembly of Ontario.   
17 See for instance Ontario, Ontario’s Critical Minerals Strategy, Unlocking potential to drive economic 
recovery and prosperity 2022-2027, March, 2022, p 16, PDF 16 of 53, online: Ontario's Critical Mineral 
Strategy. 

https://www.ola.org/en/legislative-business/bills/parliament-44/session-1/bill-5
https://www.ola.org/en/legislative-business/bills/parliament-44/session-1/bill-5
https://www.ontario.ca/files/2022-03/ndmnrf-ontario-critical-minerals-strategy-2022-2027-en-2022-03-22.pdf
https://www.ontario.ca/files/2022-03/ndmnrf-ontario-critical-minerals-strategy-2022-2027-en-2022-03-22.pdf
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future of the Impala Line and Impala therefore respectfully submits that the expropriation 

authority sought in this Application is in the public interest. 

H. NOTICE 

45. Impala requests that a copy of all documents filed with the Board be served on Impala and 

Impala’s counsel, as follows: 

(a) The Applicant:  

Tim Hill 

Chief Executive Officer 

Impala Canada Ltd. 

Mailing Address: 69 Yonge Street, Suite 700 

Toronto, Ontario 

M5E 1K3 

Telephone:  (416) 360-7590 

Electronic access: info@impalacanada.com  

(b) The Applicant’s Counsel:  

Jeremy Barretto 

Cassels Brock & Blackwell LLP 

Mailing Address: Suite 3200, Bay Adelaide Centre – North Tower 

40 Temperance Street 

Toronto, ON M5H 0B4 

Telephone:  (403) 351-3825 

Electronic access: jbarretto@cassels.com  

I. CONCLUSION 

46. This Application for authority to expropriate certain interests in the lands as more 

particularly described and shown in the plans and descriptions attached hereto and any 

other relief the OEB may to deem necessary is respectively submitted to the Board on 

October 3, 2025. 

mailto:info@impalacanada.com
mailto:jbarretto@cassels.com
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Appendix 1 

Description of Lands and Specific Interests in Lands over which Authority to Expropriate 
is being Requested  

 

1. In respect of the lands and premises legally described as [•] (the “Property”), the rights 

and easement in perpetuity in favour of Impala Canada Ltd., its officers, employees, 

agents, contractors, subcontractors, tenants, franchisees, licensees, successors and 

assigns (“Impala”), in, on, over, across, along and under that portion of the Property as 

shown on the diagrams attached hereto (“Easement Area”):  

a. To erect, maintain and operate a privately owned transmission line with any and 

all structures, with guys, and to string wires thereon (all or any of which works are 

herein called the “Transmission Line”) on the Easement Area; 

b. To keep the Easement Area clear of all brush and trees, except ornamental and 

fruit trees not exceeding three metres in height, and to cut or trim from time to 

time such trees outside the Easement Area as Impala may consider necessary 

for the operation or maintenance of the Transmission Line and necessary 

equipment, and subject to compensation being paid to the Transferor; 

c. To erect such gates and crossings in the Easement Area as Impala may from 

time to time consider necessary; 

d. For the servants, agents, contractors and workmen of Impala at all times to pass 

and repass with any equipment along the Easement Area to examine, repair and 

renew the line, subject to payment by Impala of compensation for any crop or 

other damage sustained by Impala due to the operation, maintenance or renewal 

of the line; 

e. To remove, re-locate and reconstruct the line in the Easement Area, subject to 

payment by Impala of additional compensation for any damage caused thereby; 

and 

f. To install an underground conductor for grounding purposes when and where 

required in the Easement Area, to be at a minimum depth of thirty centimetres 

below the surface of any arable land. 

2. The owner shall not erect in the Easement Area any permanent buildings, structures, or 

other obstructions of any nature whatsoever. 

  



LEGAL*68864022 
 

 

 

Appendix 2 

Reference Plans Suitable for Registration  
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Appendix 3 

Directly Affected Registered Interest Holders in the Properties 

 

PIN 62329-0006  

Property 
Description 

PCL 4782 SEC DFWF; BLK 1, SOMETIMES KNOWN AS G.T.P. BLOCK 

ONE (1) SOPER/UNSURVEYED LESS THE RIGHT OF WAY AND 

BALLAST PIT OF THE CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY SAVING AND 

EXCEPTING THEREOUT AND THEREFROM THE FOLLOWING 

PARTS OF THE SAID BLOCK: (1) THE RIGHT OF WAY AND STATION 

GROUNDS OF THE GRAND TRUNK PACIFIC RAILWAY, AS SHOWN 

ON PLAN OF SURVEY FILED IN THE REGISTRY OFFICE FOR THE 

REGISTRY DIVISION OF THE SAID DISTRICT AT FORT WILLIAM AS 

NOS. 553 AND 554. (2) THAT PART OF SAID BLOCK ONE (1) 

EXPROPRIATED BY HIS MAJESTY THE KING IN RIGHT OF THE 

PROVINCE OF ONTARIO, AS REPRESENTED BY THE MINISTER OF 

HIGHWAYS, AND SHOWN ON A DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS PLAN 

OF SURVEY NUMBER P-2564-14 ATTACHED TO INSTRUMENT NO. 

13729 FILED IN THE OFFICE OF LAND TITLES AT FORT WILLIAM. (3) 

THAT PART OF THE SAID BLOCK ONE (1) REQUIRED BY THE 

CANADIAN PACIFIC RAILWAY FOR A SECTION HOUSE SITE AT 

OSKONDAGA, THE SAID PART BEING FURTHER SHOWN ON A 

PLAN FILED IN THE OFFICE OF LAND TITLES AT FORT WILLIAM AS 

NO. M58; EXCEPT LEW30428, LEW32300, PT 1 55R6684, PT 1 

55R8751, SRO PT 1, 2 55R4669, SRO PT 1 TO 9 FWR 63, SRO 

LEW28375; S/T PT 10 FWR63 AS IN LEW38988, S/T PT 1 55R10564 

AS IN F92791, T/W PT 6, 8, 9 FWR63 AS IN LEW38927; S/T 

LEW31408, LT238667; DISTRICT OF THUNDER BAY 

Registered 
Owner 

NORTH STAR FORESTRY LTD. 

1496 Wellington St. East, Upper Level, Sault Ste Marie, 



LEGAL*68864022 
 

 

 

Ontario, P6A 2R1, Canada 

Other Directly 
Affected 
Registered 
Interest Holders 

TY130466, Registered Lease 

BELL MOBILITY INC. 

5099 Creekbank Road 

Building D − 6th Floor 

Mississauga, Ontario 

L4W 5N2 

 

PIN 62336-0001  

Property 
Description 

PCL 4797 SEC DFWF; PT BLK 3, SOMETIMES KNOWN AS G.T.P. BLK 

3 ROBSON AS IN LEW23646 EXCEPT LEW32302, PT 1 TO 3 

55R3936; S/T PT 1 55R10563 AS IN F92792; S/T F34126, LEW31404, 

LT238667; DISTRICT OF THUNDER BAY; SUBJECT TO AN 

EASEMENT IN GROSS AS IN TY268304 

Registered 
Owner 

NORTH STAR FORESTRY LTD. 

1496 Wellington St. East, Upper Level, Sault Ste Marie, 

Ontario, P6A 2R1, Canada 

Other Directly 
Affected 
Registered 
Interest Holders 

None 
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Appendix 4 

Route and Aerial Map 
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Appendix 5 

Easements 
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