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June 4, 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 – RESPONSE TO WA NI SKA TAN 
MOTION TO REVIEW AND VARY ORDER 39/26 

Manitoba Hydro has reviewed the motion filed by Wa Ni Ska Tan dated June 2, 2026 (the 
“Motion”), including the request to vary the Public Utilities Board (the “Board” or “PUB”) Order 
39/26 to expand the scope of issues that may be addressed by Wa Ni Ska Tan’s approved 
community witness panel and video evidence.  

Expansion of Scope of Community Witnesses Panel 

Manitoba Hydro does not oppose the participation of Wa Ni Ska Tan’s community witnesses 
within the scope previously approved by the Board. However, Manitoba Hydro respectfully 
opposes the request to expand the scope of those witnesses for the reasons set out below.  

Order 39/26 expressly approved Wa Ni Ska Tan’s proposed community witness panel and video 
evidence, subject to a defined limitation on subject matter. In particular, the Board held that: 
The community witness panel and video evidence are approved “provided these witnesses focus 
on assisting the Board in understanding future opportunities for community-based energy 
projects.”1 

This reflects a deliberate and reasoned determination by the Board regarding the appropriate role 
of community witnesses within this proceeding. The Motion seeks to expand this scope to include 
broader issues such as public engagement and IRP risks. Manitoba Hydro submits that the 
request effectively asks the Board to revisit a scope determination that has already been made. 

In Order 39/26, the Board carefully distinguished between: 
• Issues to be addressed through intervener evidence (including expert evidence), and

1 Order 39/26, p.37. 
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• Issues to be addressed through community witness participation under Rule 17 
 

While the Board approved Wa Ni Ska Tan to address matters such as public engagement and 
IRP risks through its intervener participation, it limited the role of community witnesses to a 
narrower and more specific purpose. The proposed expansion would blur this distinction by 
permitting community witnesses to address issues that the Board has already assigned to expert 
and intervener evidence. 
 
Issues such as public engagement practices, IRP risks and climate-related considerations are 
complex matters that the Board has directed to be addressed through formal evidence, including 
expert reports. That evidence is subject to information requests, requirements of independence 
and objectivity, and structured testing at the hearing, including cross-examination. By contrast, 
public presentations under Rule 17 are not subject to the full set of procedural safeguards 
governing the production and testing of evidence.  
 
Manitoba Hydro takes no issue with Wa Ni Ska Tan’s request for a 15-minute extension to the 
time allocated for its community witness panel and supplementary video evidence.  
 
Public Engagement Evidence  
 
Manitoba Hydro notes that the evidentiary record already contains the core engagement 
information referenced by Wa Ni Ska Tan. In response to Wa Ni Ska Tan/MH II-1a-b), Manitoba 
Hydro provided the Round 2 First Nations Leadership Survey Report, including the survey 
questions and results as an Attachment. While the broader Supplemental Engagement report 
remains in draft form and will be published once complete, the underlying survey data has been 
disclosed.  
 
Accordingly, Manitoba Hydro submits that Wa Ni Ska Tan has had access to the relevant 
engagement information necessary to support preparation of its evidence, and the absence of a 
compiled supplemental report does not equate to a lack of disclosure.  
 
Request for Extension for Evidence Submission of Dr. McLachlan to June 19 
 
Manitoba Hydro acknowledges Wa Ni Ska Tan’s submission that additional time is required to 
complete Dr. McLachlan’s evidence, particularly in light of the recently approved survey and the 
integration of multiple sources of information. Manitoba Hydro does not oppose a limited 
extension of time to June 19, 2026. 
 
In order to ensure procedural fairness and adequate time to review and test that evidence, 
Manitoba Hydro requests a corresponding one-week extension for filing its Information Requests. 
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Manitoba Hydro does not support any further extensions beyond June 19, 2026. Additional 
extensions would prejudice the ability of parties to reasonably review, test and respond to the 
evidence in advance of the hearing.  
 
Conclusion 
 
For the reasons set out above, Manitoba Hydro respectfully submits that the Board should deny 
the request to vary Order 39/26 insofar as it seeks to expand the scope of issues that may be 
addressed by Wa Ni Ska Tan’s community witness panel and video evidence and maintain the 
scope as previously defined, such that evidence be focused on assisting the Board in 
understanding future opportunities for community-based energy projects.  
 
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 204-360-4386. 
  
Yours truly, 
 
MANITOBA HYDRO LEGAL SERVICES  
Per: 
 
 
 
 
CORY A.M. TOKAR 
Legal Counsel  
 
CT 
 


