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1.  10.2.7 Impacts on Economic 
Benefits and Governance (Page 
102) 
 
“IAAC shall require the 
Proponent, directly or indirectly, 
in coordination with LSFN and 
the Province of Ontario, to 
develop and implement a 
rehabilitation plan for legacy 
mine sites within Lac Seul's 
traditional territory. This plan 
must:  

The requested rehabilitation of historic mine hazards is 
within provincial jurisdiction. 
 
The referenced mine hazards are not necessarily part of 
the proposed Springpole project.   
 
Responsibility for rehabilitation of historic mine hazards 
depends on the specific facts of a site.  
 

Legacy and abandoned mine sites in 
Ontario, typically pre-date Part VII of the 
Mining Act. 
 
The Province delivers programs to 
assess, prioritize and reduce risks 
associated with these sites, including the 
Abandoned Mines Rehabilitation 
Program.  
 
Ontario Ministry of Energy and Mines is 
committed to setting up a meeting with 
LSFN to discuss the Abandoned Mines 
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• Be co-designed and co-led 
with LSFN, ensuring 
meaningful participation 
and approval by the 
Nation;  

• Include clear timelines, 
measurable restoration 
targets, and monitoring 
protocols for each site; and  

• Secure sufficient financial 
assurance to guarantee 
completion of rehabilitation 
activities.  

 
Even with these conditions, the 
Project will not fully align with 
Anishinaabe Law and LSFN’s 
governance rights.” 

Rehabilitation Program and sites within 
their traditional territory.  
 
 
 
 

 


