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Topic: First Nations Energy Requirements 

Subtopic Addressing Climate Risks in the IRP 

PREAMBLE: 

Manitoba Hydro states that risks (including extreme weather), load projections, 

modeling and resource planning were done at a system level only, and that the IRP 

did not contain project-specific or community-specific forecasting, modeling or plans. 

Wildfire risk to infrastructure was considered as part of the Extreme Weather key risk 

in Appendix 9.2, where it was scored identically across all shortlisted development 

plans and therefore not used to differentiate between options. 

In Order 41/26, the Board confirmed that item #11 in Order in Council 12/2026 requires 

the Board to consider whether climate risks have been appropriately addressed and 

mitigated, and the Board expressed interest in hearing from parties about potential 

community-led or community-based energy projects. This would indicate that climate 

risks and mitigations in isolated and edge-of-grid Indigenous communities should 

properly be considered in the scope of this IRP. 

In Section 3.1.1 of the IRP, Manitoba Hydro states that “Developing an IRP is a 

common utility practice across North America, tailored to each utility’s unique context” 

(emphasis added). This would indicate that an IRP in Manitoba should consider the 

number and extent of remote, isolated and edge-of-grid Indigenous communities 

served by Manitoba Hydro. 

QUESTION: 

a) Please describe Manitoba Hydro’s approach, policies and philosophy for 

addressing wildfire and other climate related risks. For this question, consider both 

the risk of Manitoba Hydro’s assets starting a wildfire, and the risk of a wildfire, ice 
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storm or other weather event moving through and impacting Manitoba Hydro’s 

system and assets. 

b) Does Manitoba Hydro have a geospatial risk model that determines the relative 

level of wildfire risk across its territory, in each region or location? If so, please 

describe the inputs, methods and outputs of this model, and provide the most 

recent output results (including any maps depicting differentiated risk across the 

province, regions and communities). If not, please explain what Manitoba Hydro 

does have or use for assessing differential wildfire risk across its service territory 

and communities.  

c) What does Manitoba Hydro do with the output of its wildfire risk models/approach 

described in a) and b) above, and how does this inform and prioritize mitigation 

plans, capital investments and/or resource requirements.  

d) For each MKO First Nation community, please provide:  

i. A detailed description of any wildfire mitigation, climate adaptation or 

resiliency investments made on the infrastructure supplying the community 

in the past five years (including investments on the local distribution system, 

generating station(s), and/or radial transmission lines and substations back 

to a looped system or feed). 

ii. The year and total cost of the projects and investments described in part i. 

to this question. 

RATIONALE FOR QUESTION: 

Manitoba Hydro has constrained the scope of the IRP to be broad and system-wide, 

however this definition of the IRP may unduly eliminate most First Nation communities 

from the conversation about how climate risks are addressed and mitigated, 

particularly in remote, northern communities that are isolated or edge-of-grid, where 

wildfire and other climate risks are higher. Information about the policies, practices 

and recent investments in wildfire mitigation, climate adaptation and resiliency is 

required to assess what additional resources or projects might be beneficial for 

isolated and edge-of-grid locations.  
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RESPONSE: 

Manitoba Hydro declines to provide information as specifically requested on the 

grounds that the request is unreasonable and unduly broad. The management of 

climate-related risks including mitigating strategies, climate adaptation is out of scope 

for the 2025 IRP. The time, effort and expense involved in the preparation of the 

response are not warranted by the relevance, if any, of the information sought, by the 

significance of that information in the context of this IRP review proceeding, or by any 

probative value of the result.  

However, as Manitoba Hydro previously submitted, a key assumption of the 2025 IRP 

is that the current system is maintained and continues to operate as is and the purpose 

of an IRP and related review process is not to consider individual community-specific 

capital projects. 

Following MKO’s motion dated May 27, 2026, and Manitoba Hydro’s Reply dated May 

29, 2026, Manitoba Hydro is providing the following readily available information, while 

remaining consistent with the scope and purpose of this proceeding: 

a) Manitoba Hydro is providing below general information readily available regarding 

its approach towards addressing and mitigating climate-related risks. However, it 

remains Manitoba Hydro’s position that a review of details specifically related to 

wildfire risks or the management of other climate-related risks, are out of the scope 

of this proceeding and the approved scope for MKO’s expert evidence. 

Manitoba Hydro has established high level strategies which shape the 

organization’s response to climate change. These strategies include initiatives 

such as establishing subject matter experts who study and understand the 

changing climate, adaptation and planning, inspection programs, professional 

committee participation, and resource sharing agreements. Related to these 

strategies, subject matter experts within Manitoba Hydro also research and explore 

various climate-related risks. Efforts include collaboration with external academic 

and industry research organizations to better understand the science associated 

with events of interest, leveraging the latest industry standards, and updating 

climatic design data at regular intervals. Manitoba Hydro evaluates potential risk 

mitigation options and may employ some of these measures such as for the 

installation of fire mesh on wood pole transmission lines, geographic separation of 

assets, designing for failure containment loads to avoid cascading failure of 

transmission towers, strategic hardening of assets in areas of challenging access 
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or where geographic separation is not possible, maintaining spares of long lead-

time items, regular inspection of overhead lines, and substation contingency 

planning for remote communities (i.e., redundant transformation). Additional 

Manitoba Hydro examples (ice removal management systems, selective burial of 

distribution circuits, and foundation design in areas with discontinuous permafrost) 

were published in the 2025 Canadian Standards Association (“CSA”) Overhead 

Systems Standard (CSA C22.3 No.1). 

b) Manitoba Hydro does not currently have a geospatial risk model that determines 

the relative level of wildfire risk across its service territory. Manitoba Hydro declines 

to provide any further details of wildfire risk modelling as requested in the question 

as these details are out of scope of this proceeding and the approved scope for 

MKO’s expert evidence. 

c) Manitoba Hydro declines to provide this information on the grounds that a detailed 

examination of wildfire risk modelling and any associated mitigating actions are out 

of the scope of this proceeding. 

d) The information requested is not readily available and would require significant 

amount of time to assess and determine (Manitoba Hydro estimates this could be 

a multi-week effort). Examples of the type of work that have been undertaken are 

outlined in the response to part a). Moreover, Manitoba Hydro declines to provide 

the information requested on the grounds that a detailed examination of wildfire 

risk mitigation or associated investments is out of scope of this proceeding.  

 


