
 
 
 
July 21, 2025 
 
Dr. D. Christle 
Secretary and Executive Director 
Public Utility Board 
400 -330 Portage Avenue 
Winnipeg, Manitoba 
R3C 0C4 
 
Dear Dr. Christle, 
 

Re: Manitoba Hydro 2026 to 2028 Rates Application 
 
I am writing on behalf of the Manitoba Eco-Network and Environmental Defence Canada 
(“MEED”) to submit the attached Notice of Motion, which seeks full and adequate responses to 
certain information requests.  
 
MEED requests that the motion be heard in writing and that the PUB set dates for Manitoba 
Hydro to provide responding submissions and for MEED to provide a reply. The Notice of 
Motion contains sufficient detail for Manitoba Hydro to respond. An opportunity for MEED to 
reply is necessary because it is not clear why a response has not been provided with respect to 
several information requests.  
 
MEED notified Manitoba Hydro of the requests outlined in the attached Notice of Motion by 
way of a letter dated July 11, 2025. We will continue to endeavour to resolve the matter 
collaboratively to avoid the need to use the PUB’s resources to adjudicate the matter. If a 
resolution is possible, we will immediately notify the PUB. 
 
Yours truly, 

 
Kent Elson 

Elson 
Advocacy 

Elson Advocacy  
Professional Corporation 

Kent@ElsonAdvocacy.ca 
1062 College St., Toronto, ON   M6H 1A9 

tel:  416 906-7305 
fax:  416 763-5435 

 



 

PUBLIC UTILITIES BOARD OF MANITOBA 
 

 
 
IN THE MATTER OF The Manitoba Hydro Act, C.C.S.M. c. H190; 
 
 
AND IN THE MATTER OF Manitoba Hydro’s fiscal 2026 to 2028 general 
rate application. 
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Overview 

1. The Manitoba Eco-Network and Environmental Defence Canada (“MEED”) make this 

motion to the Public Utilities Board of Manitoba (the “PUB”) for an order that Manitoba 

Hydro provide full and adequate responses to the information requests outlined below. 

This motion is to be heard in accordance with a forthcoming procedural order to be 

issued by the PUB.  

Requested relief 

2. MEED requests an order that Manitoba Hydro provide full and adequate responses to the 

following information requests: 

a. MEED/MH I-1a-b 

b. MEED/MH I-6e 

c. MEED/MH I-9a-d 

d. MEED/MH I-10a-j 

e. MEED/MH I-12a 

f. MEED/MH I-13a:  

g. MEED/MH I-19a 



3 
 

Grounds 

3. Manitoba Hydro is required to provide a “full and adequate” response to information 

requests.1 If relevant information is not available, Manitoba Hydro is required to provide 

“the reasons for the unavailability of such information, as well as any alternative 

available information in support of the response that the party considers would be of 

assistance to the party making the information requests.”2 Manitoba Hydro has not 

provide full responses to the following information requests and, where applicable, has 

not provided alternative relevant information, as required by the PUB Rules of Practice. 

MEED/MH I-1a-b 

4. This information request asked if all aspects of the application align with the Affordable 

Energy Plan (“AEP”) and sought an explanation of any non-alignment. Manitoba Hydro 

responded by pointing to a portion of its pre-filed evidence that does not answer the 

question. The response related only to alignment between the AEP and Manitoba Hydro’s 

“Enterprise Goals”, not alignment with respect to “all aspects of the application.” Also, 

the response did not identify or explain areas of non-alignment. We ask for a revised 

response that provides a complete answer to the question.  

5. This information request also sought details on Manitoba Hydro’s activities relating to a 

list of “key actions” from the AEP. The response simply pointed back to the pre-filed 

evidence, which does not provide the requested breakdown. We ask for a revised 

response that provides a complete answer to the question. 

 
1 PUB, Rules of Practice and Procedure, s. 15(1)(a). 
2 PUB, Rules of Practice and Procedure, s. 36. 
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MEED/MH I-6e 

6. This information request asked for an estimate of the amounts that could be recouped of 

the $62 million deposit relating to the potential thermal plant if construction does not 

proceed. This estimate was not provided. We request that Manitoba Hydro provide the 

requested information. This is relevant to assessing the importance and potential benefits 

of deferring the $62 million deposit. 

MEED/MH I-9a-d 

7. This information request asked for the expected number and km of transformer and 

conductor installations and replacements. The response was limited to replacements only 

by referring only to evidence on sustainment capital. We ask that Manitoba Hydro 

provide a complete response that includes both replacement and new infrastructure. For 

example, this would include the transformers and conductors to be installed for 

incremental electricity demand (e.g. in and to new residential developments). An estimate 

based on professional judgement is sufficient.  

MEED/MH I-10a-j 

8. This information request asked Manitoba Hydro to compare its forecast of space heating 

energy sources (e.g. gas, electric, heat pump, etc.) against the forecast that a report found 

to be cost-optimal for Manitoba.3 This question is relevant to the accuracy of Manitoba 

Hydro’s load forecasts and the appropriateness of the capital budgets based thereon. 

Manitoba Hydro indicated that it did not have the time to conduct the comparison. 

However, the comparison can be made quickly and efficiently by making and stating 

 
3 https://climateinstitute.ca/wp-content/uploads/2024/06/Heat-Exchange-Report-Canadian-Climate-Institute.pdf 
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assumptions as necessary. We ask that Manitoba Hydro answer information requests 10 

(a) to (j).  

MEED/MH I-12a 

9. This information request sought cost information relating to residential service upgrades. 

The response addressed residential and general service upgrades without isolating the 

costs of the former as requested. The average cost based on the data provided is $3,544 

but more information is needed to know whether this is representative of the cost for 

residential service upgrades. MEED requests an estimate of the average gross cost per 

residential service upgrade on a best-efforts basis as originally sought. This information 

is relevant to potential rate reductions that could potentially be achieved through 

alternative methods of providing service upgrades to customers.  

MEED/MH I-13a:  

10. This information request asked for the number and percent of Manitoba Hydro customers 

that are unable to connect a distributed energy resource due to electricity system 

constraints (e.g. thermal or short circuit constraints). Manitoba Hydro indicated that very 

few customers have been unable to connect. However, the question was not about how 

many customers have been unable to connect in the past. It is about the number and 

percent of customers who would be able to connect today. This could be estimated by 

adding up the number of customers connected to a restricted feeder. We ask that a 

response be provided. An estimate based on professional judgment is sufficient.  

MEED/MH I-19a 

11. This information request asked for a list of charges for connecting DERs by kW range. It 

also asked for the following: “For variable fees, please provide the average amount 
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charged.” Those average amounts have not been provided. Without the average amounts, 

the PUB and intervenors are left without a line of sight into charges for which there are 

no fixed fees. We ask that Manitoba Hydro provide the average costs for each item. 

12. This information is important to assess the appropriateness of Manitoba Hydro’s fees for 

DER’s seeking to connect to the electricity system. Regulator oversight is important over 

these fees because customers face a monopoly with respect to electricity system 

connection costs. 

13. Also, connection charges have been found to be “rates” by other regulators and are 

included in the definition of rates in The Manitoba Hydro Act where the charges recoup 

operational costs (such as the cost of a connection impact assessment, commissioning, or 

verification). The definition or “rates” in The Manitoba Hydro Act includes “an amount 

that may be charged for the provision of power by the corporation” and only excludes 

fees “payable by a customer to offset or recover capital expenditures” (emphasis added). 

Order is justified 

14. For those reasons, MEED requests an order for full and adequate responses to the 

information requests identified above.  
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