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Wa Ni Ska Tan / Daymark Round 1 – Question No.1 

Part and Chapter: IEC Consultant Report, Chapter 5, 
Section 5.4.4. 

Page #: 124 

Topic: Solar Energy 

Subtopic: Lead Time for Project Completion  

 

Preamble (if any): 

In the section of reviewing Manitoba’s selected resource options in their IRP, Daymark 
writes: "Manitoba Hydro assumes a 9-year project lead time, with the first year available 
in the model of 2034." 

Question:  

a) Is a 9-year lead time assumption for constructing solar power projects either 
reasonable or reflective of industry best practices? 

b) If not, could this underlying assumption for lead time have led to solar energy being 
excluded from recommended development by MB Hydro, in Daymark’s view? 

Rationale for Question:  

This information will help evaluate whether the supply-side resources to meet future 
energy and capacity have been appropriately addressed and considered, in accordance 
with Question 6 of the Terms of Reference in Order-in-Council 12/26. It will also enable 
an evaluation of whether the plan reflects best practices as well as the appropriateness 
of Manitoba Hydro’s planning objectives more broadly, in accordance with Questions 1 
and 2 of the Terms of Reference contained in Order-in-Council 12/26 

Response:  

a) In our experience, solar projects in North America can have a full development 
timeline as short as 2-4 years from initial project inception through to commercial 
operation date (COD). However, many factors can extend that time such as 
permitting, delays in interconnection, and procurement lead times for key 
components. In competitive markets, solar developers also need to secure a 
counterparty to ensure a revenue stream that will facilitate financing which can 
extend development time. 

Many of these additional factors, however, are less challenging for vertically 
integrated utilities such as Manitoba Hydro. While Daymark has not performed a 
detailed review into the elements that make up Manitoba Hydro’s 9-year estimate, 
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there is reason to believe that it is highly conservative, especially in light of the 
faster timeline for wind assumed in the IRP. 

b) Daymark does not believe the 9-year lead time assumption had an impact on the 
results of the capacity expansion modelling for solar. In the period in which the 
lead time assumption is relevant (2025 – 2034), the primary driver of resource 
expansion is the need for winter capacity. Manitoba Hydro’s analysis does not 
assume solar facilities provide any winter capacity credit. 

Once solar facilities are available in the capacity expansion model (in 2034), none 
of the core scenarios select the resource until later in the study period, and only in 
circumstances where the energy need is greatest (Load Projection 3). 
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Wa Ni Ska Tan / Daymark Round 1 – Question No.2 

Part and Chapter: IEC Consultant Report, Chapter 9, 
Section 9.4.1 

Page #: 197-198 

Topic: Indigenous Majority-Owned Wind Project 

Subtopic: Time for Project Completion  

 

Preamble (if any): 

At page 156, Daymark states that:  

Manitoba Hydro tested the isolated impact of the developing 600 MW of near-term, 
Indigenous majority-owned wind projects to identify the specific implications of this 
resource in the portfolios. The results show that near-term wind can help address 
2029 capacity shortfalls if the resource can be developed on an accelerated 
timeline.  

At page 197, Daymark further explains that Manitoba Hydro assumes an initial project in 
service before the 2029/30 winter season and opines that – although there are already 
delays in the procurement process from the anticipated timeline – it is “still potentially 
feasible for the first wind project to be in service by the end of 2029.” 

Daymark notes that whether a project can be permitted and constructed within 
approximately three years will depend on the stage of the development of the project, the 
permitting process, and the timeline for interconnection studies and necessary upgrades. 
At page 198, Daymark highlights that Manitoba Hydro has some control over these 
factors. 

Question:  

a) What factors or risks might be outside of Manitoba Hydro’s control when it comes 
to the development of wind power on an accelerated timeline? 

b) In Daymark’s view, Has Manitoba Hydro adequately identified and mitigated these 
factors or risks in the IRP? 

c) On what basis does Daymark believe that it is feasible for the first wind project to 
be in service by the end of 2029 in the circumstances? What assumptions underlie 
this assessment? 

Rationale for Question:  
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This information will help evaluate whether the supply-side resources to meet future 
energy and capacity have been appropriately addressed and considered, in accordance 
with Question 6 of the Terms of Reference in Order-in-Council 12/26. It will also enable 
an evaluation of whether Manitoba Hydro has identified and addressed key risks and 
uncertainties, in accordance with Question 11 of the Terms of Reference in Order-in-
Council 12/26. 

Response:  

a) There are many factors that might be outside of Manitoba Hydro’s control that 
could impact the timing of wind development, including the lead time for wind 
turbine components, transformers, and other equipment needed to construct and 
interconnect the projects, the availability of specialized labour, the regulatory and 
permitting timeline, and the developer’s project timeline. 

b) An IRP often considers risk at a portfolio or system level, rather than on a project-
specific level. Thus, while Manitoba Hydro has not identified or mitigated risks 
related to the 600 MW of Indigenous majority-owned wind, Daymark does not see 
this as unusual for an IRP. 

c) With efficient project execution and smooth permitting and approval processes, a 
wind project can be constructed in a relatively short amount of time. That is the 
basis for Daymark’s conclusion that it is conceivable that the project could be 
online by the end of 2029 depending on the “stage of development of the project, 
the permitting process, and the timeline for interconnection studies and necessary 
upgrades” (Daymark Report p. 197). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


