
 

Taylor McCaffrey LLP 
2200-201 Portage Avenue 

Winnipeg, MB   R3B 3L3 

 

  TMLAWYERS.COM 
 

 

 

 
Patrick J. Rykes 

Professional Services provided through 
Patrick Rykes Law Corporation  

Direct Line:  204 988-0454 
Direct Fax:  204 953-7227 

E-Mail:  prykes@tmlawyers.com 
Assistant:  Iryna Khmelnytska 

Direct Line:  204 988-0453 

February 26, 2026 
Via Email 
 

The Public Utilities Board of Manitoba 
400-330 Portage Avenue 
Winnipeg, MB  R3C 0C4 

Attn:  Bob Peters / Chris Klassen 
 
Re: Participation of Efficiency Manitoba  
               Manitoba Hydro 2025 IRP and MNF Review      

We are legal counsel for Efficiency Manitoba Inc. (“EM”)   

EM has been asked to participate in the upcoming PUB hearing regarding Manitoba Hydro’s 
(“MH”) 2025 Integrated Resource Plan and Major New Facilities Review (the “Review”).  EM has 
indicated that it is willing to participate and we provide herein a proposed framework for EM’s 
participation.  

EM is a separate entity from MH and is not a party to the Review.  EM’s primary focus in 
participating in this matter is to be of assistance to the PUB’s understanding in carrying out its 
review and recommendations.   

EM proposes that it participate in the hearing and related procedures pursuant to the PUB’s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure Rule 32, which states the following: 

Evidence by non-parties  

32(1) In any hearing, the board may request a person who is not a party to provide written or oral 
evidence on terms the board considers appropriate if it finds that the requested evidence  

(a) is likely to contribute to the board’s understanding of the issues in the hearing; and  
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(b) cannot feasibly be obtained from parties to the hearing. 

EM acknowledges that there is likely some material evidence in respect of the Review which it 
can provide, and which “cannot feasibly be obtained” from MH directly. However, the evidence 
which may be described in this manner is limited in scope.  Having regard to the Order in Council 
12/2026, EM respectfully submits that the scope of evidence it can provide is limited to the 
following: 

1. Information and data provided by EM to MH as inputs in the 2025 IRP related to the 
base efficiency plan projections; 

2. Information and data provided by EM to MH as inputs in the 2025 IRP related to the 
additional selectable energy efficiency considered by MH; 

3. EM’s role in the development and delivery of demand response programming and its 
related collaboration with MH; and 

4. EM’s perspectives on the context and requirements related to delivering on the 
efficiency plan projections and additional energy efficiency included within the 
Recommended Development Plan. 

(collectively, “EM’s Scope”) 

EM respectfully submits that, as a non-party, it participate in the hearing and related procedures 
in the following manner: 

1. EM will not provide a written report in advance of the hearing; 

2. EM will be permitted to have representatives observe the technical conference on 
March 3, 2026 virtually; 

3. EM will provide responses to IRs in respect of EM’s Scope which MH is not able to 
answer directly.  EM’s responses will be submitted jointly with MH’s responses and 
within the same timeframes which apply to MH.  Content in the responses prepared 
by EM will be noted as such for added clarity;   

4. EM may request the right to provide rebuttal evidence and/or a closing submission, 
and any such rebuttal evidence or submission would be submitted jointly with MH; 

5. EM to appear as a witness (potentially in conjunction with MH’s witnesses) for a 
specified portion of MH’s hearing focused on and limited to matters relating to EM’s 
Scope; and 

6. At the oral hearing, EM will answer questions in respect of EM’s Scope which MH is 
not able to answer directly. 

EM has discussed its potential role in this matter with MH.  MH has indicated that it agrees 
with and supports EM’s proposal.   
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In EM’s view, the proposed approach should help to provide cohesion and continuity during 
cross examination.  It is anticipated there will be some questions relating to demand-side 
resources which are more appropriately answered by MH relative to their use of information 
provided by EM, some which are more appropriately answered by EM, and some which are 
best answered in part by both entities.  MH and EM appearing together on a panel will allow 
all such questions to be addressed efficiently.   

 

Yours truly, 
 
TAYLOR McCAFFREY LLP 
 
Per:  

 
Patrick Rykes 

 
  




