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Disclaimers

• Information presented is personal 
opinion based on publicly available 
information.  Does not necessarily 
reflect the views of my employer or 
any boards I serve on.

• The responsibility for the decision 
taken is political (through the 
Manitoba Hydro board).



Primary Concerns

1.  Significant Additional Capital.

2.  Wasted Power / Line Losses.

3.  Reliability and Security.

4.  Environmental Concerns.

5.  Affected Communities.



1. Significant Additional Capital

•Estimated $4101 million 
more for additional:

• Line construction

• No conversion cost

• Added carbon footprint 

1Bob Brennan, MB Hydro CEO, April 18, Brandon Sun



2. Wasted Power / Line Losses

• 455 km longer line

• Creates extra line loss

• 40 megawatts lost1

• Est. $200 million
1

• Significant costs

1 Minister Greg Selinger, Minister of Finance



3. Reliability and Security



Reliability and Security

Northern System

BP1 & 2

Converter Stations 

• If BP1 and 2 were 
lost simultaneously.

• EBP3 could carry 
existing total load 
from BP 1 & 2
combined1.

EBP3

1CMC Consultants report to Hydro1CMC Consultants report to Hydro



Reliability and Security

Northern System

WBP3 BP1 & 2

Converter Stations

• If BP1 and 2 were 
lost simultaneously.

• WBP3 could carry 
only HALF the 
existing load from 
BP 1 & 2 combined1.

1CMC Consultants report to Hydro1CMC Consultants report to Hydro



4. Environmental Concerns

• West side line traverses as much or 
more boreal designated regions.

• Requires more materials (e.g. steel) 
for additional line and towers.

• Lost opportunity to displace: 

• 350,000 tonnes of GHG emissions
• 40 megawatts of non-renewable energy



UNESCO Facts

• “A hydro line will not preclude a 
UNESCO designation”. 1

• Province has already committed to 
an east side all weather road.

• Other UNESCO sites have limited 
human development

1Jim Collinson, Former UNSECO World Committee Chair1Jim Collinson, Former UNSECO World Committee Chair



Impact to East Side Boreal



Boreal Region in Canada



View From the Road



5. Affected Communities

• First nation communities on both 
routes that would likely be impacted.

• Far more private land owners on 
West route for negotiations.

• Considerable unknown on the West 
side since little is know about route.

• Negotiation costs are difficult to 
estimate but could certainly be 
comparable on both sides.



• There has 
been no 
discussion 
with west side 
communities

• West route in 
vicinity of at 
least 12 First 
Nations 
communities

What About 
West Side



Final Analysis



Compatible with 
Existing Policy?

Not consistent with existing policy.  1000 times more 
expensive and far less efficient for protecting East 
Side boreal region.



Government Decision Matrix

•Minister Selinger stated 
three risks to manage:

• Reliability (East Side)

• Reputation (West Side)

• Environment (West Side)

Stated at APEGM Lunch Presentation Friday May 9th, 2008 



Concluding Comments
• The added expense of the line and 

reduced reliability is a risk all 
Manitobans are exposed to.

• Is the protection of the specific 
region worth the cost?  Not 
according to current policy.

• Government is ignoring the 
communities on the East side and is 
risking 100’s of millions of 
Taxpayers money.



www.bipole3.ca
To Date Over 1000 
Manitobans Agree!


