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RESS & EMAIL 

January 22, 2026 

Ontario Energy Board 
P.O. Box 2319 
2300 Yonge Street, 27th Floor 
Toronto, ON M4P 1E4 

Attention: Ritchie Murray, Acting Registrar 

Dear Mr. Murray: 

Re:  Impala Canada Ltd. - Application for Leave to Expropriate (EB-2025-0286) – 
Interrogatories from North Star Forestry 

We are legal counsel to North Star Forestry Ltd. (“North Star”), intervenor in the above-referenced 
proceeding.  In accordance with Procedural Order No. 1, issued by the OEB on December 8, 2025, 
we are hereby filing North Star’s interrogatories on Impala Canada Ltd.’s application and 
evidence. 

A copy has been served on the applicant. 

Yours truly, 

 

Jonathan Myers 
 

 

/JM 

cc: Muhammad Yunus, OEB Case Manager 
Michael Millar, OEB Counsel 
Tim Hill, Impala Canada (Applicant) 
Jeremy Barretto, Applicant’s Counsel 
Chris Hunter, Torys LLP 

http://www.torys.com/
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Impala Canada Ltd. (Impala) 

Lac des Iles Mine Transmission Line – Expropriation Application 
EB-2025-0286 

NORTH STAR FORESTRY INTERROGATORIES 

 

1-North Star-1 

Reference 1: Impala Application, paras 5-6 
Reference 2: Impala Application, paras 8-9 
Reference 3: Impala Application, paras 29-37 

Preamble 

At Reference 1, para 5, Impala states that it is seeking authority to expropriate a permanent 
easement pursuant to subsection 99(1)2 of the OEB Act.  At para 6 Impala requests “such other 
relief as the OEB may determine to be necessary and in the public interest”. 

At Reference 2, para 8, Impala states its understanding that the Impala Line was constructed in 
1996 by a contractor for the prior owner(s) of the mine.  At para 9, Impala states that much of the 
documentation related to the construction of the Impala Line has not been located, including 
after searches of its own records, contacting the contractor and submitting a FIPPA request. 

At Reference 3, paras 29-37, Impala discusses the application of section 99 of the OEB Act to 
the Impala Line. 

Questions 

a) Please describe how and when Impala acquired the LDI Mine and the Impala Line from 
the predecessor owner(s), NAPL and Lac Des Iles Mines Ltd., including any consents 
obtained by the predecessor owner(s) to assign the Easements to Impala. 

b) Please confirm Impala’s understanding that the Impala Line has, since approximately 
1996, been interconnected to Hydro One’s (including its predecessor Ontario Hydro) 
transmission system.  If not confirmed, please provide any information Impala has that 
indicates otherwise.  

c) Please confirm that the Impala Line does not currently serve, and since Impala acquired 
the LDI Mine the Impala Line has not served, any customers other than Impala at the LDI 
Mine site.  

d) Please confirm that Impala does not have any plans to extend, expand or reinforce the 
Impala Line.   
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e) If Impala does have plans to extend, expand or reinforce the Impala Line, please provide 
copies of any such plans, including schedule, scope and status, as well as all supporting 
documentation. 

f) Further to Reference 2, para 9, please explain what information was sought through the 
FIPPA request and the status of that request.  If a response was received, please describe 
the outcome. 

g) Further to Reference 3, para 29, please clarify Impala’s purpose for referencing section 
19(6) of the OEB Act and any dispute resolution or other relief it may be seeking from 
the OEB thereunder.  

h) Further to Reference 3, para 34, please confirm that an order of the OEB granting leave to 
construct the Impala Line has not been granted under Part VI of the OEB Act.   

i) If the response to (h), above, was not confirmed and Impala takes the position that leave 
has been granted under Part VI of the OEB Act, please provide a copy of the relevant 
OEB order.   

j) If the response to (h), above, was confirmed, please provide a copy of the equivalent 
instrument received from the OEB or another governmental or regulatory authority under 
a predecessor of Part VI of the OEB Act, pursuant to which Impala’s predecessor was 
granted authorization to construct the transmission line. 

 

2-North Star-2 

Reference 1: Impala Application, paras 12, 14-15 
Reference 2: Impala Application, Appendix 5 (Easements) 

Preamble 

At Reference 1, para 12, Impala states that the Easements were granted in perpetuity, with an 
initial term of 25 years subject to renewal. 

At Reference 1, para 14, Impala states that it maintains that the Easements remain in force in 
perpetuity, but has made the application to the OEB to provide certainty.  At para 15, Impala 
states that it has proposed renewal of the Easements and offered consideration to Wagner for 
renewal of the Easements. 

At Reference 2, on the pages of each Easement marked “Page 2 of 7”, it states that the renewal 
of such Easement beyond the initial 25-year term requires the “mutual consent of both parties”. 

Questions 

a) Further to Reference 2, does Impala acknowledge that: 
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a. mutual consent is the sole contingency and requirement for extension of the term; 

b. there was no mutual consent of the parties on the terms of a renewal or extension 
of the Easement as of February 18, 2024; and  

c. as of the date of these interrogatories, there has been no mutual consent of the 
parties on the terms of a renewal or extension of the Easement since February 18, 
2024? 

b) Does Impala acknowledge that the term of the Easements expired on February 18, 2024?   

c) If Impala acknowledges that the term of the Easements has expired, but takes the position 
that it expired as of a different date, please identify that date. 

d) If the term of the Easements has expired, would this fact be counter to any assertions that 
Impala has made in any regulatory or compliance filings?  If yes, please explain. 

e) If the term of the Easements has expired, would this fact be counter to any conditions 
under any lease or permit held by Impala for the operation of the LDI Mine? If yes, 
please explain. 

f) Further to Reference 1, paras 14 and 15, please explain the basis on which Impala asserts 
that the Easements remain in force given that Impala has not entered into an agreement to 
renew/extend the Easements since February 2024, has offered consideration for renewal 
of the Easements in perpetuity, and has brought an application seeking authority to 
expropriate the Easement Lands.  

 

3-North Star-3 

Reference 1:  Impala Application, Para 4 
Reference 2:  Impala Application, Para 6 
Reference 3:  Impala Application, Paras 38-39 
Reference 4:  Impala Application, Paras 40-41 
Reference 5:  Impala Application, Para 42 
Reference 6:  Impala Application, Para 43 
 
Preamble 

At Reference 1, Impala states “the Impala Line is the only source of clean, efficient power for 
the LDI Mine, including the LDI Mine’s environmental and safety systems.”   

At Reference 2, Impala implies that the Impala Line is important to the ongoing safe and reliable 
operation of the Independent Electric System Operator-controlled transmission grid. 

At Reference 3, Impala recites the economic contributions of the operating LDI Mine, and the 
importance of the Impala Line in supporting its operations. 
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At Reference 4, Impala acknowledges its plans to cease commercial operations at the LDI Mine, 
its altered requirements for electrical power after the cessation of commercial operations, and its 
desire to postpone formal closure – perhaps indefinitely. 

At Reference 5, Impala discusses the Province’s interests in the future of the mineral resources at 
the LDI Mine. 

At Reference 6, Impala asserts that if the Impala Line were removed from the North Star 
Properties, the remaining 46 km of the line would be stranded. 

Questions 

a) Please confirm that, during the LDI Mine’s ongoing commercial operations, Impala has 
on-site generators capable of operating the LDI Mine’s environmental and safety 
systems.   

b) If the response to (a), above, is not confirmed, please describe which of the LDI Mine’s 
environmental and safety systems are capable of being operated by the on-site generators, 
and which are not. 

c) Please describe any on-site generation solutions that have been considered by Impala for 
meeting post-closing electricity supply needs at the LDI Mine, including any cost 
estimates that have been developed by or for Impala in respect of each such solution.  

d) Please confirm that Impala is not party to an operating agreement pursuant to which the 
Independent Electricity System Operator (IESO) has authority to direct operations of the 
Impala Line. 

e) Further to Reference 2, please confirm that the Impala Line is not required to maintain 
the safe and reliable operation of the IESO-controlled transmission grid.   

f) If not confirmed, please describe how the operation of the Impala Line is essential to the 
safe and reliable operation of the IESO-controlled transmission grid.  

g) Please provide copies of all communications in the past two years between Impala and 
any First Nations or Metis communities regarding the intention or potential to use the 
Impala Line for purposes other than the operation or closure of the LDI Mine and/or for 
periods following closure of the LDI Mine. 

h) Please provide copies of all communications from the past two years between Impala and 
any third parties, other than First Nations or Metis communities, regarding the intention 
or potential to use the Impala Line for purposes other than the operation or closure of the 
LDI Mine and/or for periods following closure of the LDI Mine. 

i) Please provide summaries of all internal planning or evaluation documents reflecting any 
intention or potential to use the Impala Line for purposes other than the operation or 
closure of the LDI Mine and/or for periods following closure of the LDI Mine. 
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j) Please describe the environmental benefits of formal closure of the LDI Mine. 

k) Please summarize and quantify any direct payments (in the form of rent, royalties, or 
otherwise) due to the Government of Ontario under the prevailing lease agreements (i) 
while the LDI Mine is commercially operating, (ii) after the LDI Mine ceases commercial 
production, but before final closure, and (iii) after final closure.  

l) Further to Reference 6, please explain why, in the event the Impala Line were removed 
from the North Star properties, each line segment (one crossing GTP Block 1 and the 
other crossing GTP Block 3) could not be relocated in whole or in part onto adjacent 
Crown lands, such that the remining portions of the Impala Line would not be stranded. 

 

4-North Star-4 

Reference 1: Impala Application, Para 2 
Reference 2: Impala Application, Para 10 
Reference 3: Impala Application, Para 40-41 
Reference 4: North Star, Intervenor Evidence, Paras 24-25 
 
Preamble 

At Reference 1, Impala says it requires expropriation of a permanent easement in order to ensure 
the continued safe and productive operations and potential closure of the LDI Mine. 

At Reference 2, Impala states that the lands required for the Impala Line were originally acquired 
through a combination of private easement agreements and public land use permits. 

At Reference 3, Impala says that it has made initial plans for cessation of commercial production 
at the mine, and that certain regulated on-site activities for environmental management and 
safety will continue to require electricity for some time, but that it has not decided on the 
timeframe for formal closure and so those activities may continue indefinitely.  Moreover, 
Impala states, the long-term future of the mine is uncertain. 

At Reference 4, North Star’s evidence references Impala’s most recent public announcement of 
its plan to cease commercial production at the mine in summer 2027, and a series of formal 
public disclosure reports over the past several years from its parent company, Implats, that have 
consistently reported the anticipated life of the mine coming to an end within the 2026-2028 
period. 

Questions 

a) Please confirm that Impala’s current plan is for the LDI Mine to cease commercial 
production in summer 2027.   
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b) If Impala does not intend to cease commercial operation of the LDI Mine in 2027, please 
explain and provide the current planned timing for closure of the LDI Mine, including 
any supporting documents.    

c) Please confirm that Impala’s current timeline for the cessation of commercial operation, 
referred to in its response to (a) or (b) above, reflects the same timing for closure of the 
LDI Mine as its parent company’s plans for the LDI Mine. 

d) Please confirm that Impala’s current timeline for the cessation of commercial operation, 
referred to in response to (a) or (b) above, reflects the same timing for closure as the most 
recent public disclosures by Impala and its parent company, Implats, on the timing of the 
planned closure of the LDI Mine. 

e) Please provide a table listing all provincially and federally regulated on-site activities at 
the LDI Mine for environmental management and safety that require the use of 
electricity, and which are required to continue beyond the date on which Impala ceases 
commercial production of the LDI Mine.  For each listed item, please provide the basis 
for the requirement (i.e. the relevant permit or approval) and the duration the activity is 
expected to continue (including whether the duration is known or reflects Impala’s best 
estimate). 

f) Please provide a table listing all operational or other on-site activities (other than those 
included in response to part (e), above, that require the use of electricity, and which are 
required to continue beyond the date on which Impala ceases commercial production at 
the LDI Mine.  For each listed item, please provide a description of the activity, why the 
activity is needed post-closure, and the duration the activity is expected to continue 
(including whether the duration is known or reflects Impala’s best estimate). 

g) Please reconcile the statement at Reference 2 that “Impala has not decided when formal 
closure will begin” with the items at Reference 3, which indicate that the company plans 
to cease commercial production in summer 2027 and that the life of the LDI Mine is 
anticipated to end in May 2026. 

h) For the remainder of the Impala Line (i.e. the portions other than those for which it is 
seeking expropriating authority for in the current application), please confirm that Impala 
does not have permanent/perpetual land rights.   

i) For the remainder of the Impala Line (i.e. the portions other than those for which it is 
seeking expropriating authority for in the current application), please set out in a table all 
legal instruments (whether private easements or public land use permits or otherwise) 
granting rights for the operation of the Impala Line and/or use of the Impala Line corridor 
lands over the past ten years.  For each such legal instrument, please provide (i) a clear 
reference as to the segment of the Impala Line to which it relates, (ii) the counterparty or 
issuing authority, as applicable, (iii) the term and any extension or renewal provisions, 
and (iv) any decommissioning requirements applicable to the Impala Line for the relevant 
segment.   
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j) Please provide copies of all legal instruments identified in the table provided in response 
to (i), above. 

k) For the LDI Mine site, please confirm that Impala does not own or have 
permanent/perpetual land rights.   

l) For the LDI Mine site, please provide a table listing all material leases and land use 
permits required to carry on mining and related operations at the LDI Mine site, 
providing for each (i) the relevant governmental authority or other party that has issued 
the lease or permit, (ii) the term of such lease or permit and any extension or renewal 
provisions, and (iii) any permit or lease conditions that have not been met in the last five 
years. 

 

5-North Star-5 

Reference 1: Impala Application, Appendix 1  

Preamble 

At Reference 1, item 1(c), Impala requests that as part of the rights it is seeking to expropriate 
that it would be entitled to “erect such gates and crossings in the Easement Area as Impala may 
from time to time consider necessary”. 

Questions 

a) Please confirm that the 2019 Amendment to the 2018 Mine Closure Plan Lac des Iles 
Mine prepared by CSL Environmental & Geotechnical Ltd. and submitted December 13, 
2019 to the Director of Mine Rehabilitation of the Ontario Ministry of Energy, Northern 
Development and Mines on behalf of North American Palladium Ltd. is the most recent 
closure plan for the LDI Mine.   

b) If (b) is not confirmed, please provide copies of all amendments to the 2018 Mine 
Closure Plan subsequent to the 2019 amendment, or any more current plan that has 
replaced the 2018 Mine Closure Plan, together with copies of any other current closure, 
decommissioning and/or abandonment plans for the LDI Mine and/or Impala Line, and 
all amendments thereto, including as may be filed with governmental authorities.  Please 
include in your response specific references to the portions of any such plans which relate 
to the Impala Line and the transmission line right of way corridor that is the subject of the 
Easements.  If any further amendments or plans are currently under development or 
contemplated, please explain and provide all supporting documentation. 

c) Further to Reference 1, please elaborate on the nature, purpose and design of any such 
gates and crossings that may be contemplated in the Easement Area, and the extent to 
which any such structures would have the potential to impede North Star’s passage 
through the Easement Area along existing roads or otherwise.  


