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The Public Utilities Board of Manitoba

400-330 Portage Avenue

Winnipeg MB R3C 0C4

Attention: Dr. Darren Christle, Executive Director and Board Secretary

Dear Dr. Christle:

Re: General Service Small and General Service Medium Customer Classes -Manitoba Hydro
Fiscal 2026 to 2028 General Rate Application

| am writing to provide submissions on behalf of the General Service Small and General Service Medium

Customer Classes (“GSS/GSM”) with respect to the scope of oral evidence for the upcoming Manitoba
Hydro 2026 to 2028 General Rate Application. In short, we respectfully request that the Board decline
any restriction on the scope of oral evidence on behalf of the GSS/GSM.

The scope of oral evidence that we expect to cover will include the topics addressed in Ms. Davies’
evidence and listed below for ease of reference:

a. Approach to rate setting (short- vs. long-term forecasting impacts);

b. Revenue Requirement Review, including cost drivers such as Operating & Administrative
expense;

c. Cost of Service methods, including distribution plant classification and data inputs (Load
Research report); and

d. Rate Design, including Revenue Cost Coverage ratio rebalancing, and GSS and GSM rate
structures.

We are still exploring important other topics that were not addressed in our evidence. These topics
specifically include rate design options (including Advanced Metering Infrastructure as it relates to
potential rate design options) and service extensions/customer connection processes. These topics
impact the GSS/GSM customer classes and we anticipate we will be able to address them further through
the upcoming intervenor information request process and through cross examination at the hearing.



At this time, prior to the filing of Intervenor IR responses and Manitoba Hydro rebuttal evidence, we are
not in a position to explicitly exclude any topics for the oral hearing. As previously articulated, we will
continue to be cognizant of avoiding duplication in our approach, including in the oral hearing, and we
will continue to work with other intervenors to determine who is best suited to take the lead on specific
areas for cross-examination.

We appreciate the Board’s consideration of our submissions in this matter.

Yours truly,

EVANS POLLOCK FAMILY LAW

Per:

Jessica Schofield
JS/cg



