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May 26, 2026 

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

Attention: Rachel McMillin, Executive Director & Secretary          VIA E-MAIL 

Dear Ms. McMillin: 

Re: MANITOBA HYDRO’S IRP & MNF REVIEW – REPLY TO INTEVERVENER 
APPLICATION FOR SUSTAINABLE BRANDON 

Manitoba Hydro has reviewed the application for Intervener Status from Sustainable Brandon for 
Manitoba Hydro’s Integrated Resource Plan (“IRP”) and Major New Facilities (“MNF”) Review. 

For the reasons set out below, Manitoba Hydro opposes the granting of intervener status to 
Sustainable Brandon at this late stage of the IRP & MNF Review (“Review”) and respectfully 
submits that any participation of Sustainable Brandon in this proceeding that is accommodated 
by the Public Utilities Board (“PUB” or “Board”) should be limited to that of a presenter, rather than 
an intervener. This approach would permit Sustainable Brandon Inc. (“Sustainable Brandon”) to 
share its perspectives with the Public Utilities Board (“PUB” or “Board”) through a written 
submission and oral presentation at the forthcoming hearing, without unduly prejudicing the 
efficiency and procedural fairness for all parties. 

Manitoba Hydro has significant concerns regarding the late timing of Sustainable Brandon’s 
application. The Board-established schedule for this Review is well advanced; two rounds of 
Information Requests (“IRs”) are complete and responses to Round III IRs are due June 12, 2026. 
Permitting a new intervener at this stage would be procedurally unfair to Manitoba Hydro and all 
existing parties. Furthermore, Sustainable Brandon’s application appears founded on the 
erroneous assumption that the information request process would “happen over the summer.” 

Specifically, Manitoba Hydro would face the untenable position of responding to an additional 
round of IRs from a new intervener on compressed timelines, concurrent with reviewing intervener 
evidence, preparing potential rebuttal evidence, and preparing for the oral hearing. Manitoba 
Hydro does not have capacity to answer new Information Requests from Sustainable Brandon 
before June 12th or to engage in any equivalent additional discovery process without prejudicing 
its ability to meet the Board’s established schedule. 
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Manitoba Hydro also submits that Sustainable Brandon’s intended areas of focus are already 
comprehensively addressed by the Board’s Independent Expert Consultants and well canvassed 
by the existing approved interveners. Sustainable Brandon’s application indicates an interest in 
topics such as the evaluation of renewable alternatives to new gas-fired turbines, fuel switching 
and alternative fuels and the treatment of peak demand projections and demand-side measures. 
Each of these issues is already within the scope of analysis being conducted by current 
interveners or Daymark Energy Advisors (“Daymark”): 

• Daymark - Within the scope of Daymark is an objective evaluation of whether Manitoba
Hydro’s supply-side and demand-side resource options to meet future demand were
appropriately considered, such as fuel switching between natural gas and electricity and
incorporating low-carbon gases.

• Manitoba Eco-Network & Environmental Defence (“MEED”) - was approved as an
intervener specifically focusing on the viability of alternatives to new gas combustion
turbines and on Manitoba Hydro’s natural gas system plans and forecasts. MEED’s
intervention explicitly aims to test whether the proposed Brandon combustion turbines can
be deferred or replaced with lower-carbon options, and to examine the interplay between
electrification and natural gas usage. The Board encouraged MEED to collaborate with
other parties to avoid duplication.

• Consumers Coalition - The Consumers Coalition has been approved to participate with
expert evidence from Evolved Energy Research (“Evolved”) and others, examining
whether all supply-side and demand-side resource options were fully and appropriately
considered in the IRP. Part of the Coalition’s scope, through Evolved, includes evaluating
clean energy alternatives, demand-side measures, and the modeling of peak demand.

• Manitoba Keewatinowi Okimakanak (“MKO”) - MKO has also been approved as an
intervener to examine renewable and community-owned energy solutions for northern and
Indigenous communities. In Order 41/26, the Board approved MKO’s engagement of Dr.
Ranjan Datta to provide expertise on community-driven renewable energy systems and
directed MKO to “collaborate with other interveners to ensure their evidence and
submissions are not duplicative,” particularly regarding renewable/community energy
initiatives. While Sustainable Brandon’s application does not specifically purport to
represent Indigenous communities, existing interveners are addressing renewable
opportunities in both urban and Indigenous contexts.

There is no apparent gap in the evidentiary record on the points proposed to be addressed by 
Sustainable Brandon that justifies that a new intervener be granted status by the Board at this 
late juncture of the proceeding. Moreover, Sustainable Brandon’s stated issues extend to public 
health risks and healthcare costs associated with natural gas generation. This topic is outside the 
scope of the PUB’s review under the Terms of Reference established by Order in Council 
88/2026. The PUB’s mandate in this MNF Review centers on the need for and alternatives to the 
proposed project and rate impacts considerations. 
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Sustainable Brandon’s application also appears to seek an award of costs for its participation; 
however, it does not adequately explain how the organization meets the Board’s criteria for cost 
awards. Rule 16 of the PUB’s Rules of Practice and Procedure (the “Rules”) emphasize, among 
other things, that an intervening party seeking costs should represent a substantial interest not 
otherwise represented in the proceeding and avoid duplication of other parties’ evidence. 
Sustainable Brandon has not sufficiently identified a new or unique interest that isn’t already 
represented by and duplicative of both Daymark and existing approved interveners.  

Additionally, if Sustainable Brandon were to be granted intervener status by the Board at this late 
juncture in the proceeding despite the procedural unfairness, Manitoba Hydro submits that none 
of Sustainable Brandon’s proposed three consultants appear to have direct experience, 
knowledge or expertise with utility-scale electric generation planning or operations, which is the 
focus of the Review.  

For all the foregoing reasons, Manitoba Hydro respectfully submits that the PUB should deny 
Sustainable Brandon’s application for intervener status. Manitoba Hydro recognizes the interest 
of Brandon residents in this process and to the extent that they are not already addressed by 
other participants in the Review, would encourage Sustainable Brandon to participate as a 
presenter under Rule 17 of the Rules. As the Board is aware, as a presenter, Sustainable Brandon 
could provide a written submission and make an oral statement at the hearing to share its 
perspective on matters that are in-scope for the proceeding.  

Manitoba Hydro appreciates the opportunity to provide this submission and the PUB’s 
consideration of same. Should the PUB require any further information or have any questions with 
respect to the foregoing, please do not hesitate to contact the writer at 204-360-3257. 

Yours truly, 

MANITOBA HYDRO LEGAL SERVICES 
Per: 

BRENT CZARNECKI 
Associate General Counsel and Assistant Corporate Secretary 


