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Executive summary

This report summarizes the environmental assessment of the proposed Dorsey to
Wash'ake Mayzoon (D83W) Transmission Project (the D83W project). This report
provides a description of the environmental assessment process; defines the scope of
the project and the assessment; provides a description of the proposed project, a
characterization of the existing biophysical and socioeconomic environments;
provides a summary of project engagement; describes the potential effects of the
project, potential mitigation measures and significance of residual effects; and
outlines proposed environmental protection measures.

The D83W project requires a licence for a Class |l development under The
Environment Act (Manitoba). The environmental assessment was conducted in
accordance with Manitoba Hydro's corporate and environmental policies and satisfies
The Environment Act.

The project consists of a new 98 km long, 230 kV transmission line that will originate
at the existing Dorsey Converter Station and terminate at the Wash’ake Mayzoon
Station, a new station that will be built west of Portage la Prairie.

The scope of the environmental assessment included the identification, description,
analysis and mitigation of potential adverse environmental effects, identification of
any required follow-up actions, and evaluation of any residual environmental effects.
The spatial boundaries for the environmental assessment were the project footprint
(i.e., project development area [PDA]), a local assessment area (LAA) which was
specific to each valued component and a regional assessment area (RAA) which was
also specific to each valued component.

The scope of the D83W project includes pre-construction, construction, operation,
maintenance, and decommissioning. The temporal boundary of the environmental
assessment covers the normal life expectancy of the proposed project, which is
estimated to be approximately 75 years.

Manitoba Hydro used a route selection process that was designed to reduce
potential effects to the biophysical and socioeconomic environments and traditional
use of the area, while considering the technical aspects of the project including cost
and constructability.

The D83W project footprint falls within Treaty 1 territory, the traditional territory of
Anishinaabe, Cree, Ojibway-Cree and Dakota Peoples, and the traditional Homeland
of the Red River Métis. We acknowledge these lands and pay our respects to the
ancestors of these territories.
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The D83W project footprint falls within the Rural Municipalities of Woodlands, Rosser,
St. Francois Xavier, Cartier, and Portage la Prairie, and is found in the Prairies
Ecozone, Lake Manitoba Plain Ecoregion and Winnipeg, Portage, Lundar, MacGregor
and Gladstone Ecodistricts. The local area presently consists dominantly of
agricultural land. Natural habitat is sparse in the area. Wildlife, amphibians, and
reptiles expected would be typical of cultivated agricultural areas.

The D83W project falls within the South Interlake Planning District (RM of Rosser and
Woodlands); the Whitehorse Plains Planning District in the RMs of St. Francois Xavier
and Cartier; and the Portage la Prairie Planning District in the RM of Portage la Prairie.
Land use in the region is primarily agricultural with some commercial, industrial, and
rural residential land use in the immediate area.

There was extensive engagement for the project including public and Indigenous
participants, and Manitoba Métis Federation citizens.

Public engagement consisted of a broad communication process including
postcards, webpage, surveys, online feedback portals, virtual information sessions,
interested party meetings, social media, project information sheets, and email and
telephone communications.

First Nations and Métis engagement included project notification through
information packages and follow-up phone calls. Communities most affected were
determined and Indigenous Assessment and Community Coordinator positions were
created to be embedded in the project team. Virtual and in-person meetings were
held. The environmental assessment report incorporates information shared by First
Nations and the Manitoba Métis Federation and relevant sections of the report were
shared with four nations for review.

The potential environmental effects of the D83W project were identified using
interaction matrices and professional judgment. The significance of the residual
environmental effects was evaluated using factors adapted from the Impact
Assessment Agency and the Canadian Standards Association.

Valued components were used to focus the assessment. Nine valued components
were identified for the project, namely, agriculture, economic opportunities, human
health, community well-being; property and services; fish and fish habitat;
vegetation; wildlife and wildlife habitat; and harvesting and important sites.

Potential effects were mitigated through the routing process and mitigation measures
were developed to address effects not avoided by routing.

Potential effects to the natural environment are limited as the area is generally
developed. There are a few areas of natural habitat crossed by the D83W project,
e.g., shelterbelts, but no riparian habitat is affected by the project.

Dorsey to Wash’ake Mayzoon (D83W) Transmission Project
Environmental Assessment Report



Three vegetation species of conservation concern, common milkweed, cottonwood,
and basswood, as ranked by the Manitoba Conservation Data Centre (S354 to S3S5)
were observed during field surveys along the proposed D83W transmission line
route. No plant communities of conservation concern or species listed federally were
found in the project development area.

Five wildlife species of conservation concern (four birds and one mammal) were
observed during field surveys for the D83W project and are listed federally. The
presence of the transmission line may result in bird-wire collisions, but not at levels
that would have measurable effects to regional bird populations.

The D83W project is expected to result in positive economic benefits to the region,
through the presence of the workforce. There will be a slight increase in traffic
associated with the workforce, but the volume will be low.

The proposed D83W project mainly traverses agricultural land and as a result there
will be effects associated with the loss and/or degradation of agricultural land from
the presence of towers as well as the inconvenience, nuisance and increased
production costs associated with operating farming equipment, crop production and
other farming activities (e.g., aerial spraying, irrigation, tile drainage). Even though
there will be a loss of agricultural land from tower footprints, the amount in hectares
is small compared to the amount of agricultural land in the LAA and RAA.

Mitigation measures were identified to minimize, reduce, or negate the potential
effects for each valued component. The effects that would remain following the
implementation of the mitigation measures were identified as residual effects and
included: loss and/or degradation of agricultural land; inconvenience, nuisance, and
increased costs from the presence of towers; impacts from noise and air quality
during construction; stress resulting from the perceived risk from EMF; noise
annoyance; visual effects; and nuisance effects from dust and vibration.

Cumulative effects were considered for the project in combination with reasonably
foreseeable future projects. There were no significant cumulative effects determined
for the project’s valued components.

Collective effects (a concept adopted from the Mackenzie Valley Review Board) were
assessed for two valued components, i.e., agriculture and harvesting and important
sites, in pursuit of meaningful assessment considering the importance of these two
valued components in the project area.
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Summary

Based on the information contained in the environmental assessment report and the
planned implementation of mitigation measures and follow-up actions under an
environmental protection program, the proposed Dorsey to Wash'ake Mayzoon

(D83W) Transmission Project will not result in significant adverse environmental
effects.
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Term

Adaptive management

Adverse effects

Agricultural biosecurity

Areas of least preference

Built environment

CHRPP

Collective effect
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GLOSSARY

Definition

The process of updating management practices in
response to ongoing observations

Negative effects on the environment and people that
may result from a proposed project.

The protection of crops and livestock systems against
the threats to production from disease, pests and
invasive species.

Features to avoid when siting a transmission line due to
physical constraints (extreme slopes, long water
crossings), regulations limiting development
(protected areas), or areas that require extensive
mitigation or compensation to minimize impacts

An area of existing or proposed development found
within the landscape, typically dominated by
commercial, industrial, residential, and cultural
structures.

Cultural and heritage resources protection plan

The effect on the environment which results from the
impacts of a single project across multiple components
of the environment.
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Cumulative effect The effect on the environment, which results when the
effects of a project combine with those of the past,
existing, and future projects and activities (CEAA 2018).
OR the incremental effects of an action on the
environment when the effects are combined with those
from other past, existing and future actions (Cumulative
Effects Assessment)

Decommissioning Planned shutdown, dismantling and removal of a
building, equipment, plant and/or other facilities from
operation or usage and may include site clean-up and
restoration.

Developed Land that has been altered for residential, commercial
or industrial use. Includes buildings, regularly managed
green space and associated roads, parking lots, and
trails.

Direct effect An environmental effect that is:

e A change that a project may cause in the
environment; or

e Change that the environment may cause to a
project.

It is a consequence of a cause-effect relationship
between a project and a specific environmental
component.

eCampaign A notification mechanism targeted to self-identified
interested parites. Email campaign recipients can
unsubscribe from the email campaign service at any
time, forward to other individuals, post on Twitter or
share on Facebook.

Ecoregion Characterized by distinctive regional ecological factors,
including climate, physiography, vegetation, soil,
water, and fauna
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Ecozone

Environmental
Management System

Environmental Protection
Plan

Exurban

Heritage sites / objects

Interested party

Linear infrastructure
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An area of the earth's surface representative of large
and very generalized ecological units characterized by
interactive and adjusting abiotic and biotic factors

Part of an organization’s overall management practices
related to environmental affairs. It includes
organizational structure, planning activities,
responsibilities, practices, procedures, processes and
resources for developing, implementing, achieving,
reviewing and maintaining an environmental policy.
This approach is often formally carried out to meet the

requirements of the International Organization for
Standardization (ISO) 14000 series.

Within the framework of an environmental protection
program, an environmental protection plan prescribes
measures and practices to avoid and minimize
potential environmental effects of a proposed project.

The transitional area outside of the traditional
urban/suburban belts of development but not quite
rural.

Any site, object, work, or assembly of works of nature
or human endeavor that is of value for its
archaeological, paleontological, pre-historic, historic,
cultural, natural, scientific, or aesthetic features.

An interested party is someone or a group that would
potentially have feedback to provide, may be affected
by the decisions made regarding route selection, have
a specific interest or mandate in the area, data to share,
ability to disseminate information to membership or a
general interest in the Project’s route selection area.

An existing network or system composed of
transportation or utility-based facilities (e.g. roads,
highways, railways, pipelines, and transmission lines).
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Marshalling yard

Mitigation

Natural environment

Public engagement
process

Species of Conservation
Concern

Species at Risk (SAR)

Qualtrics

Wildlife management
area
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An open area used to stockpile, store and assemble
construction materials.

Means measures to eliminate, reduce, control or offset
the adverse effects of a project, and includes restitution
for any damage caused by those effects through
replacement, restoration, compensation or any other
means (Impact Assessment Act, 2019).

Naturally occurring physical features of the landscape.
These features are represented by the hydrography,
flora, fauna, and topography of a given area.

The process of identifying interested individuals,
including interested parties and the public, sharing
information about the Project and providing
opportunities for them to design how they want to
participate and share their feedback and experiences.

Species that are rare, disjunct, or at risk throughout
their range or in Manitoba and in need of further
research. The term also encompasses species that are
listed under (Manitoba) The Endangered Species and
Ecosystems Act of Manitoba, (federal) Species at Risk
Act, or that have a special designation by the
Committee on the Status of Endangered Wildlife In
Canada.

Is an extirpated, endangered or threatened species or
a species of special concern, as defined by the Species
at Risk Act.

A software used by Manitoba Hydro for online surveys

Lands that exist for the benefit of wildlife and for the
enjoyment of people including biodiversity
conservation, wildlife-related forms of recreation,
hunting and trapping.
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1.0 Introduction

The Portage la Prairie to Brandon area has had above-average load growth due to an
increase in population as well as the addition of new industrial customers, resulting in
the increased demand for electricity. This above-average load growth has
contributed to unsustainable stress on the electrical transmission system in the area.

Manitoba Hydro, through the proposed Portage Area Capacity Enhancement Project
(PACE) is looking to the future and planning the expansion of the transmission system
to better meet the needs of customers, and meet the necessary electricity needs that
will occur because of growth in region.

As part of the PACE project, Manitoba Hydro plans to build two key components:

1) The new 230-66 kV Wash'ake Mayzoon station including
a. Sectionalize the existing 230 kV transmission line P81C tap
b. Terminate a new 66kV line at the Wash’ake Mayzoon station
c. Install protection changes at Manitoba Hydro's existing Cornwallis
Station
d. Install protection changes at Manitoba Hydro's existing Portage South
Station
e. Install protection changes at a customer’s existing Roquette Station
2) The new 230-kV transmission line that will start at the existing Dorsey
Converter Station in the Rural Municipality (RM) of Rosser (northwest of the City
of Winnipeg) and terminate at the new, to-be-built Wash’ake Mayzoon Station,
located west of Portage la Prairie including:
a. Terminate the D83W transmission line at the Wash’ake Mayzoon Station
b. Terminate the D83W transmission line and add a 230 kV Circuit Breaker
at the existing Dorsey Converter Station

The Dorsey to Wash'ake Mayzoon transmission line identification number is D83W,
hence the naming of the transmission project as the Dorsey to Wash’ake Mayzoon
(D83W) Transmission Project. The transmission line and associated station work is
the subject of this assessment and is referred to as the D83W project throughout this
report.

A separate environmental assessment was previously completed and submitted to
regulatory authorities for the proposed Wash'ake Mayzoon Station. Environment Act
Licence No. 3369 was issued in December 2021, as approval for the proposed
station.
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1.1 Manitoba Hydro mission and goals

Established in 1961, Manitoba Hydro is a Crown Corporation that is headquartered in
Winnipeg, Manitoba. It is the province’s major energy utility, serving electric
customers throughout Manitoba and natural gas customers in various communities in
southern Manitoba.

Manitoba Hydro is administered by the Manitoba Hydro-Electric Board to which
members are appointed by the Lieutenant-Governor in Council. The Board reports to
the Minister responsible for the Manitoba Hydro Act (1987) who, in turn, reports to
the Manitoba Legislative Assembly.

Manitoba Hydro's Mission is to “Help all Manitobans efficiently navigate the evolving
energy landscape, leveraging their clean energy advantage while ensuring safe,
clean, reliable energy at the lowest possible cost.”

For more than 50 years Manitoba Hydro’s projects have primarily focused on the
development of renewable hydroelectric power and have played a major role in the
development of the provincial economy and the province. Manitoba Hydro operates
based on our foundational principles of safety, environmental leadership, respectful
engagement with interested parties and communities, and respect for each other.
Safety remains our top priority in everything we do.

Manitoba Hydro has a presence right across Manitoba, on Treaty 1, Treaty 2, Treaty 3,
Treaty 4, and Treaty 5 lands - the original territories of the Anishinaabe, Cree,
Ojibway-Cree, Dakota, and Dene peoples - and the traditional Homeland of the Red
River Métis. We acknowledge these lands and pay our respects to the ancestors of
these territories.

The energy services that we offer Manitobans rely on natural resources which are of
critical importance to us all, and that is why environmental leadership is identified as a
key principle of our business.

We will consider the environmental impacts of our activities, products, and services.
To deliver on this commitment effectively, we employ an Environmental Management
System (EMS) that aligns with ISO 14,001 Standard:

e ensuring that the work performed by our employees and contractors meets
environmental, regulatory, contractual, and voluntary commitments
e recognizing the needs and views of its interested parties and ensuring that
relevant information is communicated
e assessing its environmental risks to ensure they are managed effectively
e reviewing its environmental objectives regularly, seeking opportunities to
improve its environmental performance
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e considering the life cycle impacts of its products and services

e ensuring that its employees and contractors receive relevant environmental
training, and

e fostering an environment of continual improvement

1.2 Regulatory framework

1.2.1 Provincial regulatory framework

The proposed D83W project involves the construction of a 230 kV transmission line,
which requires a provincial licence for a Class |l development (i.e., transmission lines
of 115 kV and over but not exceeding 230 kV) under the Environment Act (Manitoba).

The environmental assessment is conducted in accordance with Manitoba Hydro's
corporate and environmental policies and satisfies Manitoba’s environmental
assessment legislation. It is also consistent with Canadian and international
environmental assessment best practices and guidance. This environmental
assessment report is submitted as part of the Environment Act Licence Proposal for
the Project.

1.2.2 Federal regulatory framework

Federally, the D83W project is not considered a physical activity under the Physical
Activities Regulations SOR/2019-285 and therefore does not trigger an
environmental assessment under the Impact Assessment Act.

1.3 Community involvement in the project

Manitoba Hydro sets a high bar for engagement, assessment, and protection of the
environment. We conducted a public engagement process and a First Nation and
Métis engagement process for the D83W project to engage those potentially
affected by or interested in the project.

Manitoba Hydro sought to continue its efforts to improve project engagement
through direct involvement of community representatives on the project team.
Detailed information on both public and First Nation and Métis engagement can be
found in Chapters 4.0 and 5.0.

1.4 Updates of note based on recent work in the area

Over the last three years, Manitoba Hydro has conducted environmental assessment
and engagement work for projects in the Portage la Prairie area, namely the Poplar
Bluff Transmission Project, Brandon to Portage la Prairie (BP6/BP7) Transmission
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Project, and the Wash'ake Mayzoon Station. These projects included robust public
and First Nation and Métis engagement processes. Learnings from these processes
include:

An emphasized understanding of how the Portage la Prairie region has been
used as an important travel way for thousands of years, an attribute that is
reflected in the incredible heritage and cultural value of the area. Accordingly,
First Nation and Métis engagement should be culturally specific and there are
benefits to including community-specific archeologists early in the assessment
process.

The creation of positive synergy from working regionally in an area with multiple,
planned projects provides an opportunity to support Indigenous Project
Coordinators for a longer period, making their role more appealing to potential
candidates, and increases knowledge sharing among the Indigenous
Coordinators and Manitoba Hydro.

Understanding that the identification and consideration of the locations and
nature of intensive agricultural developments, e.g., irrigation systems and aerial
spraying infrastructure is best done early in the routing process.

Elected officials from municipalities and representatives from First Nations and the
Manitoba Métis Federation appreciated the opportunity to take part in routing
discussions, even if discussions were challenging.

1.5 Purpose of the document

The purpose of this environmental assessment report is to support Manitoba Hydro's
application for a Class 2 development licence under The Environment Act (Manitoba)
for the D83W project. For Class 2 developments, proponents are required to submit
a cover letter, an Environment Act Proposal Form, an environmental assessment
report, and an application fee to Manitoba Environment, Climate, and Parks'’
Environmental Approvals Branch. This provides the public, Indigenous and Métis
communities, and government agencies with an opportunity to examine the details of
the project, from its anticipated impact on biophysical and socio-economic aspects of
the environment to the measures that Manitoba Hydro intends to implement to
mitigate potential adverse effects.

This report identifies and assesses the potential effects of the D83W project and
identifies the mitigation measures that will be used to address adverse environmental
effects and enhance benefits associated with the project and forms part of The
Environment Act Proposal.
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1.6 Environmental assessment report outline

The sections of this report that follow begin with a project description in Chapter 2.0
that discusses project planning and the various components of the D83W project as

well as summarizes easement procurements and compensation and project activities
(e.g., construction and operations and maintenance).

Chapter 3.0 provides a summary of the route selection process used to determine the
location of the proposed D83W's footprint. The objectives of the route selection
process are also discussed in this chapter (e.g., reducing project effects).

After the route selection process’ chapter, the report includes sections on the
engagement process, with both the public (Chapter 4.0) and First Nations and Métis
engagement (Chapter 5.0). For both sections there is discussion on the purpose,
goals and objectives, methods, and a summary of feedback received.

Chapter 6.0 provides an overview of the methods used conduct the environmental
assessment for the project. This includes a description of the scope, temporal, and
spatial boundaries as well as how valued components were identified. In addition,
methods used to determine effects to valued components, mitigation, residual
effects, cumulative and collective effects assessment are also outlined in this chapter.

Chapter 7.0 provides a description of the existing physical, biophysical, and
socioeconomic environment for the D83W project area. Physical topics include
atmospheric environment (climate), noise and air quality, and electric and magnetic
fields. Biophysical topics include ecological classification, geology and
hydrogeology, terrain and soils, aquatic environment, vegetation, and wildlife.
Socioeconomic topics include population, employment, and economy; public safety
and emergency services; parks and recreation; regional infrastructure; property
ownership; Indigenous lands; commercial and residential development; agriculture;
traditional practices and culture; and heritage sites/objects.

Chapter 8.0 assesses the potential project effects on the valued components
identified for the D83W project. In addition, this chapter identifies mitigation
measures, characterizes residual effects, assesses cumulative effects, assesses
collective effects for two valued components (i.e., Agriculture, and Harvesting and
Important Sites), presents follow-up and monitoring, and describes sensitivity to
future climate change scenarios.

Chapter 9.0 summarizes greenhouse gases and climate change information compiled
for the D83W project, while Chapter 10.0 discusses the effects of the environment on
the project and Chapter 11.0 outlines unplanned events that may occur from project
activities (i.e., accidents and malfunctions).
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Chapter 12.0 describes the environmental protection program developed for the
D83W project, including the various plans, roles, and communication protocols that
will be in place to mitigate project activities and effects.

Chapter 13.0 provides a conclusion for the environmental assessment while Chapter
14.0 is the final chapter and lists the references from which information was drawn.

Following Chapter 14, the document ends with appendices that provide details on
the routing process, engagement materials, technical memorandums and documents
associated with the environmental protection program.
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2.0 Project description

2.1 Introduction

Manitoba Hydro completed a network reliability evaluation study which
evaluated 19 transmission enhancement options and recommended 5
development plans for further evaluation (Manitoba Hydro 2019).

One development plan was selected based on analysis of the results, and a
new project called the Portage Area Capacity Enhancement (PACE) project
was created to implement this plan.

The PACE project includes:

e Stage 1 Projects (In-service-date of March 2025)
0 Build the new 230-66 kV Wash’ake Mayzoon station
0 Sectionalize the existing 230 kV transmission line P81C tap
0 Terminate a new 66kV line at the Wash'ake Mayzoon station
0 Install protection changes at Manitoba Hydro's existing Cornwallis
Station
0 Install protection changes at Manitoba Hydro's existing Portage South
Station
0 Install protection changes at a customer’s existing Roquette Station
e Stage 2 Projects (In-service-date of February 2027)
0 Build a new 230 kV transmission line (i.e., D83W project) from the
Wash'ake Mayzoon Station to the existing Dorsey Converter Station
0 Terminate the D83W transmission line at the Wash’ake Mayzoon
Station
0 Terminate the D83W transmission line and add a 230 kV Circuit
Breaker at the existing Dorsey Converter Station

The environmental assessment presented in this report is scoped to include
the Stage 2 projects. Environment Act Licence (No. 3369) was received for the
Stage 1 projects in December 2021.

2.2 Project need and alternatives

The Brandon/Portage la Prairie area is one of the most stressed areas of the
hydro-electric transmission network due to various current and/or potential
developments in southwestern Manitoba. These developments include above-
average load growth, new industrial customers, and increasing exports to
Saskatchewan. Manitoba Hydro performed a comprehensive network reliability
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evaluation study to identify potential issues and propose alternatives to
enhance the transmission system in the area.

2.2.1 Need for the project

The Brandon/Portage area has various transmission reliability concerns which
can be categorized as:

e Insufficient 230/66 kV transformation capacity in the Portage la Prairie
area, which requires immediate enhancement (approximately 2 years)

e Low voltages at several 115 kV and 230 kV stations, particularly in winter
loading conditions, which requires system improvement in a near term
planning horizon (approximately 5 years)

* Low voltages and high thermal loading issues which require significant
transmission enhancements including new transmission stations and
lines in a longer-term planning horizon (approximately 10 years)

2.2.2 Alternatives considered to meet the need

The insufficient 230/66 kV transformation capacity in the Portage area requires
immediate enhancement to prevent overloads. Six different mitigation options
were evaluated and compared. These options included:

e the addition of a third transformer bank at Portage South Station

e upgrading of the existing two transformer banks at Portage South
Station

e transferring of load from Portage South Station to Stanley Station

e establishment of a new station at EIm Creek

e establishment of a new station at Portage West

e establishment of a new station at Portage East Wash’ake Mayzoon
Station

Low voltages at several 115 kV and 230 kV stations require system
improvement in a near term planning horizon (approximately 5-10 years). If no
improvements are implemented, then violations of North American Electricity
Reliability Corporation transmission planning criteria are expected before
2027.

Several different mitigation options were evaluated and compared including:

e Addition of a transmission line

e Establishment of a new station at different locations

e Addition of reactive support in the form of capacitor banks and a static
VAR compensator, breaker replacement, enhancement of transmission
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capacity by adding series capacitor compensation to several 230 kV
lines

e Sectionalization of a transmission line

e Supply of the area load from remote or local generation

The low voltages and high thermal loading issues require substantive
transmission enhancements including new transmission stations and lines in a
longer-term planning horizon (approximately 10 years).

Considering the near term and long term need of the transmission system, five
transmission scenarios were developed to resolve the issues in the area:

1) Portage South Station bank addition and new 70 km 230 kV line
from Dorsey Station (D83P)

2) Portage South Station bank upgrade and new 70 km 230 kV line
from Dorsey Station (D83P)

3) Portage South Station to Stanley Station load transfer upgrades and
new 70 km 230 kV line from Dorsey Station (D83P)

4) New Elm Creek Station and new 30 km 230 kV transmission line
from Dorsey Station

5) New Portage West Station and a new 230 kV transmission line from
Dorsey Station

The Portage West station (now named Wash'ake Mayzoon Station) and a
transmission line from Dorsey Station had the highest net value to Manitobans.
This was based on the corporate value framework which considers many
factors including financial considerations such as project costs and potential
revenue. It also considers system reliability, environmental and safety risks, and
corporate citizen considerations such as compliance risks and customer service
benefits.

This alternative is expected to provide relief from the current stresses on the
transmission network until approximately 2035 based on current load
forecasts, system commitments and committed developments for the area.

2.3 Project location

The D83W project footprint occurs in the RMs of Portage la Prairie,
Woodlands, Rosser, and St. Francis Xavier (Map 2-1) and within Treaty 1
territory, the traditional territory of Anishinaabe, Cree, Ojibway-Cree and
Dakota Peoples, and the traditional Homeland of the Red River Métis.
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2.4 Scope

The scope of the D83W project includes the construction, operation,
maintenance, and eventual decommissioning of a 98 km long, 230 kV
transmission line (Map 2-1). The transmission line starts at Dorsey Converter
Station northwest of Winnipeg and terminates at the new, to-be-built Wash’ake
Mayzoon Station, located west of Portage la Prairie.

2.5 Design considerations

Transmission line design will meet or exceed the design standards set out by
the Canadian Standards Association (CSA 2020) as well as the planning,
performance, and reliability standards of the North American Electric Reliability
Corporation.

2.6 Transmission line routing

The routing methodology used for this project is based on the EPRI-GTC
Overhead Electric Transmission Line Siting Methodology (EPRI-GTC 2006).
Details of the routing process are provided in Chapter 3.0.

2.7 Project components
This section describes each component of the project including:

e Transmission structures

e Conductor and insulators

e Ground wire

e Right-of-way

e Line termination at Dorsey Station

e Line termination at Wash'ake Mayzoon Station

2.7.1 Transmission structures

A combination of self-supporting steel lattice transmission structures will be
used including suspension, angle, and dead-end towers.

The height of typical suspension towers (Figure 2-1) will be 29 to 47 m. The
structure footprint will range from 6 to 14 m in width. The typical spans
between the structures will be 385 m.

The height of typical heavy angle and dead-end structures will be 23 m and 47
m. The structure footprint will be 10 to 19 m (Figure 2-2). Angle and dead-end
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structures are required at specific locations to accommodate line redirection

and to terminate the transmission line into the stations.

Figure 2-1: Typical self-supporting steel lattice suspension tower

Figure 2-2: Typical self-supporting steel lattice angle / dead-end towers

Dorsey to Wash’ake Mayzoon (D83W) Transmission Project
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2.7.2 Conductors and insulators

D83W is a single-circuit line configuration consisting of three ACSR (Aluminum
Conductors, Steel Reinforced) conductors. Each conductor consists of
aluminum strands wrapped around a center core of steel strands and will be
suspended from each structure by insulator strings. The ground clearance will
meet or exceed the requirements of Overhead Systems, C22.3 Standard No. 1-

20 (CSA 2020).

2.7.3 Ground wire

Two ground wires (sky wires) will be strung parallel to the transmission line and
along the tower apices to provide grounding and lightning protection. The
ground wires will be constructed of galvanized steel strands and/or aluminum-
coated steel strands as required for fault currents.

2.7.4 Transmission line right-of-way

The right-of-way widths are determined to allow safe conductor swing or blow-
out. The right-of-way width also provides adequate lateral distance under wind
conditions to limit flashovers onto objects near the edge of the right-of-way.
The typical right-of-way will be 60 m (Figure 2-3). Along road allowance, the
right-of-way will be 42 m, 12 meters offset from the edge of the road allowance
(Figure 2-4). The right-of-way will be 47.5 m, with a 35 m center line offset to
parallel lines (Figure 2-5).
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Figure 2-3: Typical right-of-way requirements

Figure 2-4: Typical right-of-way requirements along road allowance
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Figure 2-5: Typical right-of-way requirements along parallel lines

2.7.4.1 Easement procurement and compensation

This section outlines the easement and procurement process for obtaining
rights to construct and operate the transmission line. It will cover private and
Crown land easement as well as compensation including:

e Land compensation

e Construction damage compensation
e Structure impact compensation

e Ancillary damage compensation

Once the final preferred route is selected, Manitoba Hydro begins the process
of acquiring easements from the landowners or the Crown.

The conventional terms of the right-of-way easement agreement provide that:
Manitoba Hydro obtains the legal right to construct, operate, maintain, repair,
and replace their transmission lines within a right-of-way. This right is obtained
through easement of privately owned lands, or initially by a Crown land
reservation, pending easement, for right of use on provincial Crown land.

The landowner can continue to use the land within the right of way (e.g., for
farming, grazing, recreation, or other compatible uses) if the activity will not
compromise safety requirements or hamper line operation. Landowners
cannot plant trees, construct buildings, or place other structures within the
easement area without prior approval from Manitoba Hydro.

Manitoba Hydro personnel are permitted to enter and use the right-of-way for
construction, inspection, maintenance, repair, or replacement of the
transmission line facilities.
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Land compensation is a one-time payment to landowners for granting of an
easement for a transmission line right-of-way.

Construction damage compensation is provided to landowners who
experience damage to their property due to the construction, operations, and
maintenance of the transmission line. A one-time payment for construction
damage is negotiated on a case-by-case basis. Manitoba Hydro will:

e Compensate or be responsible for repairing, to the reasonable
satisfaction of the landowner, any damage to a landowner’s property

e Compensate a landowner for damages such as the reapplication or
rejuvenation of compacted topsoil where the remedial work requires
farm machinery and the expertise of the landowner

In the instance of damage to cultivated agricultural lands, compensation is
provided to a landowner for loss due to damage if crops were in place prior to
the construction of the transmission line.

Structure impact compensation is a one-time payment to landowners for each
transmission tower placed on land classed as agricultural. Structure impact
compensation covers:

e Crop losses on lands permanently removed from production

e Reduced productivity and over-input in an area of overlap around each
tower structure

e Additional time required to manoeuvre farm machinery around each
structure

Structure impact compensation takes into consideration:

® The agricultural use of the land (e.g., whether annual crop rotation,
forage)

e The location of the tower structure in relation to property lines

e The ground dimensions of tower structure placed on the land

Manitoba Hydro prepares a compensation schedule for a project based on the
above factors.

Ancillary damage compensation is a one-time payment (for each occurrence)
when Manitoba Hydro's use of the right-of-way directly or indirectly affects the
use of the property in a unique manner. Ancillary damage compensation is
negotiated directly with the landowner. Landowners may be compensated for
effects to irrigation and drainage, limiting options for chemical application,
access restrictions, and limiting options for crop selection.
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2.7.5 Dorsey Converter Station line termination

The line termination at Dorsey Station involves adding a new 230kV circuit
breaker and supporting equipment (Transformers and Disconnects) (Figure

2-6).

Figure 2-6: Dorsey Station termination

2.7.6 Wash'ake Mayzoon Station

Wash'ake Mayzoon Station is being developed as part of Stage 1 of the PACE
project. The proposed D83W transmission line will terminate at this new
station. A separate environmental assessment was previously completed and
submitted to regulatory authorities for the proposed Wash'ake Mayzoon
Station and was approved via the issuance of Environment Act Licence No.
3369 for the station, in December 2021.
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2.8 Project activities

Project activities cover the full life of the project including construction,
operation and maintenance, and decommissioning. Each of these is discussed
in the following sections.

2.8.1 Construction

Construction activities include scheduling, right-of-way clearing, vehicle and
equipment use, marshalling or fly yards, tower construction, and construction
wrap up. Each of these is discussed in the following subsections.

2.8.1.1 Construction Schedule
Table 2-1 shows the planned construction schedule.

The fall/winter of 2023/2024 will be used for property appraisal / acquisition,
completion of detailed engineering design and procurement of construction
materials and contractor(s). Construction is scheduled to start in Summer 2025.
Construction will take approximately eighteen months. The in-service date for
the D83W project is planned for Spring 2027.
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Table 2-1: Construction schedule

Construction Phase

2025 to 2027 construction schedule

Summer

2025

Fall 2025

Winter
2025/26

Spring
2026

Summer

2026

Fall 2026

Winter
2026/27

Mobilization and staff
presence

Right-of-way Clearing

Vehicle / equipment use

Marshalling and fly yards

Tower construction

Helicopter use

Implodes

Construction wrap-up
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2.8.1.2 Mobilization and staff presence

The first step in project construction is mobilizing a workforce to an area.
Mobilization includes the movement of Manitoba Hydro and contractor staff,
vehicles, and equipment to the job site. It also includes the presence of the
workforce at accommodations in the local community and their commute to
and from the work site. No construction work camps are planned for the D83W
project.

Mobilization will be ongoing throughout the construction phase as different
types of equipment will be required for the various specific activities like
clearing, foundation installation, tower assembly and erection, and conductor
stringing.

2.8.1.3 Right-of-way clearing

Since most of the D83W project’s transmission line route is on developed
lands, only minor clearing activities will be required in a few locations. Clearing
and disposal of trees on the proposed right-of-way will be undertaken in
advance to facilitate construction activities. Right-of-way clearing will be
subject to standard environmental protection measures, which have been
established in association with Manitoba Hydro transmission line construction
practices, as well as the environmental protection plan (EPP) (Chapter 12.0).
Final clearing methods will be determined based on detailed surveys of the
transmission line route, and site-specific identification of environmentally
sensitive features.

2.8.1.4 Watercourse crossings

Access for construction and subsequent line maintenance activities will
generally occur along the right-of-way using existing public access roads or
trails wherever possible. This enables maximum use of existing road access
and limits the requirement for the development of new temporary access, and
the associated environmental effects.

At waterway crossings, structures will be located as far back from the water’s
edge as possible, to enhance stability and prevent bank erosion. Construction
procedures used at each required crossing will be based on site-specific
considerations, such as existing soil and subsurface conditions, biophysical
sensitivities, and operational requirements. Site-specific construction
techniques will be developed where necessary for difficult terrain or steep
slope conditions.
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Contractors will be required to develop sediment and erosion control plans.
Equipment access and construction activities will be carried out in a manner
that will limit disturbance to shorelines.

Vegetative buffer zones will be retained along the shorelines. The precise
character and extent of buffer zones will be determined on a site-specific basis.
In general, existing (and potential future) tree heights will govern the amount
of clearing.

2.8.1.5 Vehicle and equipment use
Clearing and construction equipment can include the following:

e Materials delivery trucks and trailers

® Mulchers and feller bunchers for tree clearing

e Drill rigs and concrete trucks for cast-in-place piles

e Excavators with attachments for mat foundations and for installing screw
piles

e Loaders and cranes for installing re-bar cages for piles and erecting
towers

e Excavators with specialized heads for installing screw piles

e Welding trucks and equipment

e Stringing equipment such as tensioners, pullers, and boom trucks

e Other smaller equipment for transportation and other minor tasks as
required

e Helicopters for transporting and erecting towers

2.8.1.6 Marshalling or fly yards

Marshalling yard(s) or fly yards may be established near the D83W project'’s
transmission line route for the storage and assembly of construction materials
and equipment for eventual deployment to the construction site.

Fly yards are used to assemble towers that are flown to site using a helicopter.
The location of the marshalling or fly yard(s) will be determined while
developing detailed construction specifications and contract arrangement. The
intent will be to place the marshalling or fly yards as close to the right-of-way as
possible to minimize additional noise and traffic.
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2.8.1.7 Transmission tower construction

2.8.1.7.1 Foundation installation

Self-supporting lattice steel structures will be supported by either mat, cast-in-
place, or helical pile foundations. Helical pile foundations will involve
individual piles or pile groups, for each leg of the structure. Granular backfill
materials required for construction will be purchased from local suppliers. It is
not anticipated that any new borrow areas would be developed for the D83W
project.

2.8.1.7.2 Structure and conductor installation

Tower structure assembly can be done at each tower site after which the tower
would be erected by crane, or alternatively, the tower could be assembled at a
central marshalling yard and then trucked to the site and erected by crane. A
helicopter may be used as an alternative to a truck and crane for transporting
and erecting towers.

Once the towers are erected, insulator strings will be attached to the structure
cross-arms. The insulators will separate the conductors from the structures.
Conductors will be transported to the site in reels, then suspended from the
insulator strings and tensioned by machine to provide the ground to
conductor design clearances required for the mid-span points of maximum
sag.

2.8.1.8 Implodes

The ends of conductor reels are spliced together by use of implosive sleeves
to create a continuous conductor. The implodes create a flash and a loud
boom like the sound of a 12-gauge shotgun blast (about 110 decibels;
(CapX2020 2012)).

2.8.1.9 Helicopter use

Contractors will have different preferences with respect to tower structure
assembly. Some will choose to assemble structures at each tower site and then
erect them by crane. Others will choose to assemble the structures at a central
marshalling yard and then truck the structures to site and erect them by crane
or use a helicopter to fly the towers to the site and erect them.
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2.8.1.10 Construction wrap-up

The final step in construction is demobilizing the workforce from an area.
Demobilization includes the movement of Manitoba Hydro and contract staff,
vehicles, and equipment from the job site, as well as the clean-up (and if
required rehabilitation) of the right-of-way, marshalling or fly yards, and access
routes.

Once the D83W transmission line is constructed, all excess materials and
equipment including debris, and unused supplies will be dismantled, if
required, removed from the site, and disposed according to provincial and
municipal regulations.

Rehabilitation of any disturbed sites will be undertaken as required. All
cleanup and rehabilitation activity will be subject to the requirements of the
environmental protection program, described in Chapter 12.0.

Demobilization will be ongoing throughout the clearing and construction
phase as different types of equipment will be required for specific activities
such as clearing, tower construction and conductor stringing.

2.8.2 Operation and maintenance

2.8.2.1 Transmission line operation

The D83W transmission line will be designed to operate continuously, though
the actual flow of electricity will vary with electrical load requirements. To
maintain the line in a safe and reliable operating condition, regular inspection
and maintenance will occur.

2.8.2.2 Inspection patrols

Manitoba Hydro conducts periodic inspections of all its transmission lines and
rights-of-way. Maintenance procedures are well established and are the
subject of continuously updated corporate guidelines for maintenance and
construction activities. The patrols typically include visual inspections of
vegetation management status, structures, foundations, and insulators.

2.8.2.3 Maintenance

Maintenance activities include instances where crews are required to obtain
access to specific areas to repair deficiencies on the transmission system. Non-
scheduled patrols may be conducted if the Manitoba Hydro System Control
Center identifies a fault on the line that requires visual inspection. Crews also
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triage infrastructure during emergencies to address line outages and tower
damage.

Maintenance repairs are typically done during winter, after frost has entered
the ground, using heavier soft track equipment to gain access. When summer
access is required in agricultural areas, related maintenance activities are
planned, wherever possible, to avoid conflict with farm activities.

The annual patrol is conducted either by ground or by air depending on
access, geographic conditions, and time of year. Patrols are normally
undertaken by snow machine, all-terrain vehicles, light trucks, or helicopter,
depending on the geographical location and ease of access.

Workforce requirements associated with the operations and maintenance of a
transmission line involve deployment of established regional operations and
maintenance personnel, and contractor staff as required. Maintenance would
include repairs as required. The workforce for regular maintenance activities
could be between three and five workers. During emergencies, the size of the
workforce is dictated by the work required.

2.8.2.4 Vegetation management

Vegetation management within the transmission line right-of-way is required
for public and employee safety, as well as the reliable operation of the line.
Regular vegetation management is required to make sure that re-growth in the
cleared rights-of-way does not interfere with transmission line operations.

Related management procedures extend to periodic review and removal of
danger trees in the immediate vicinity of the right-of-way.

The D83W project’s transmission line right-of-way will be maintained on an
ongoing basis throughout operation. However, since the D83W project will
predominantly traverse agricultural land, the extent of vegetation management
will be relatively small.

The method and timing of vegetation maintenance depends on several factors
such as the species present, growing conditions and density of non-
compatible species. It may also depend on the existing plant community,
terrain, economic feasibility, environmental sensitivity and the ownership for
the right-of-way and adjacent property. The vegetation maintenance brushing
cycle for transmission line rights-of-way typically ranges between 8 and 10
years.
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This type of integrated vegetation management approach is used to maintain a
safe, reliable, and uninterrupted transmission of electric energy. The focus of
vegetation management is on the tall growing tree species that have the
potential to grow or fall into, or within, the arcing distance of the transmission
lines and or facilities and cause an outage.

The management practices that may be used to control vegetation incorporate
mechanical, chemical, biological, or cultural options depending upon several
factors including site conditions and the sensitivity of surrounding areas.

Herbicide treatments are formulated to target undesirable tall growing trees
but are also effective on broadleaf weeds, leaving grasses unaffected. Foliar
applications of herbicides are applied during the warmer months while
dormant stem applications are typically applied in the fall and winter.

Permits for pesticide use are obtained as required through a process that
involves public notification as part of the formal permit application to Manitoba
Environment, Climate and Parks’ Pesticide Approvals Branch.

All herbicide applications are completed and supervised by licensed
applicators and in accordance with conditions specified in the Pesticide Use
Permit. Manitoba Hydro’s Forestry Department establishes herbicide
application rates in accordance with product label instructions. Manitoba
Hydro only uses herbicides that have been listed in the Pesticide Use Permit.

Manitoba Hydro is responsible for obtaining the necessary pesticide use
permits and submitting post seasonal control reports per Manitoba Regulation
94-88R under The Environment Act.

Manitoba Hydro has developed a pesticide applicator requirements document
for their employees to provide:

e Regulatory and applicator licensing information

e Technical guidance

e Safety requirements and checklists for line managers responsible for
pesticide application for ensuring compliance with legal requirements

In addition, it provides information so that consistent pesticide management is
conducted at all Manitoba Hydro facilities; thereby ensuring pesticide
management is conducted in such a way that the resulting environmental
effect is minimal.

In addition to tree control, weed control on the rights-of-way may be required
under The Noxious Weeds Act (C.C.S.M. c. N 110). In agricultural areas,
continued cultivation will reduce the need for weed control. Alternative
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techniques for the uncultivated portions of the right-of-way include mowing
and herbicide spraying. Spraying equipment includes backpack sprayers,
truck-mounted power sprayers equipped with a broadcast applicator system,
hose and handgun, and all-terrain vehicle mounted power sprayers.

Prior to any vegetation management work on private land under easement
agreement with Manitoba Hydro, the landowner will be notified.

2.8.3 Decommissioning and restoration

When the D83W project reaches its end of life or is no longer required, it will
be decommissioned. The following sections describe the decommissioning
process.

2.8.3.1 Preparation activities

The transmission line will be disconnected from the grid to allow for the safe
dismantling of the D83W project. To disconnect, Manitoba Hydro will:

e Trip the breaker(s) at Dorsey and Wash’ake Mayzoon Stations
e Open the 230 kV disconnects
e Disconnect the conductors at the substations

2.8.3.2 Removal of facilities

The disassembly and removal of the equipment will be the same as the
installation described in Section 2.8.1.7 but in reverse order.

Salvage will involve removing and salvaging the conductor onto spools under
tension then removed from site. The towers will be disassembled and lowered
using a crane onto flatbed trucks for transport.

Soil will be excavated surrounding the tower foundations allowing them to be
cut off 1.5 meters below grade, in consultation with the landowner and in
accordance with the land agreements. Surrounding soil will be used to backfill
the excavation and graded to allow for re-vegetation.

2.8.3.3 Disposal

After dismantling the D83W project, high value components will be removed
for re-use or recycling. The remaining materials will be reduced to
transportable size and removed from the site for disposal.

Waste handling and disposal will be subject to conventional Manitoba Hydro
codes of practice and relevant provincial and federal legislation.
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2.8.3.4 Restoration

Following removal of the line, the right-of-way will be restored to the
surrounding land use. Disturbed areas will be graded to original contours and
the soils will be restored to a condition consistent with the intended land use.

Disturbed areas will be rehabilitated consistent with the rehabilitation and
invasive species management plan developed for the project. This will include
the restoration of any access areas along the right-of-way.

If seed is applied, any erosion and sediment control measures required on-site
would be left in place until seed is fully established, as determined by an
environmental officer.

If project components are sited on industrial properties or those that are no
longer under agricultural production or in a natural state, different methods
would be used.

2.9 Funding

Funding is currently being provided entirely by Manitoba Hydro. However,
Manitoba Hydro has applied for funding under the Federal Government of
Canada’s Investing in Canada’s Infrastructure Program, administered by
Infrastructure Canada, which if received would cover a portion of total project
costs. A suite of documents was prepared in support of this funding
application, including a Business case, a Climate Resilience Assessment, a
Gender Based Analysis Plus and a Greenhouse Gas Mitigation Assessment.
Should Manitoba Hydro be successful in receiving federal funding any funds
received will be used to offset the total project costs.
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3.0 Route selection

3.1 Introduction

This chapter outlines the route selection process used to determine the location of
the proposed D83W transmission line. Details on the route selection process can be
found in Appendix A.

The routing methods used for this project are based on those developed by the
Electric Power Research Institute (EPRI) and Georgia Transmission Corporation (GTC)
for overhead electric transmission line siting (EPRI-GTC 2006).

For each step in the EPRI-GTC process, route evaluation criteria are grouped into
three perspectives:

* the natural environment (e.g., forest, wetlands)
e the built environment (e.g., residences, agricultural land use)
e the engineering environment (e.g., cost, accessibility).

As discussed in Chapter 2.0, the D83W transmission line is part of a larger project
called the PACE project and will run from the Dorsey Converter Station to the
Wash'ake Mayzoon Station.

Selection of a preferred D83W transmission line route started after the selection of a
preferred station site for Wash'ake Mayzoon Station as detailed in the Wash'ake
Mayzoon Station Environmental Assessment Report (Manitoba Hydro 2021).

The routing process involved the following general steps:

Establish the route planning area

e Generate routing corridors

Develop and analyze transmission line routes
Select and finalize the preferred route

Each step, described in more detail in the following sections, involves a process of
narrowing and refining the geographic area under consideration to get to a specific
preferred route.

3.2 Route planning area

The purpose of establishing a route planning area (Map 3-1) is to focus the
transmission line routing process. Data is gathered within the bounds of the route
planning area and all route planning is limited to those bounds.
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Development of the route planning area was informed by the process of selecting the
location for Wash'ake Mayzoon Station. The northern boundary was drawn to include
the existing 115kV t-line UP80 (Rockwood to Portage) and the existing 230kV t-line
D54N (Dorsey to Neepawa). The western boundary was drawn to stay east of the
existing Bipole Ill 500kV t-line to avoid having to cross over and back. The southern
boundary was drawn to allow some paralleling of the existing D12P line. The eastern
boundary includes the eastern limits of Dorsey station and follows the existing D12P
corridor to include potential paralleling.

The route planning area includes a small number of land cover classifications.
Agriculture (pasture and cultivated) is the most common land cover class covering
over 90% of the area in the route planning area. Forest covers only 4% with the rest
being primarily developed (roads, rail etc.).

3.3 Routing corridors

The next step in the routing process is to produce four corridors that represent the
different perspectives (i.e., built, natural, engineering, and simple average) within the
route planning area. Corridors map the suitability for locating a transmission line and
further narrow the geographic area under consideration for route development.

Creating the corridors involved the following:

e determining areas of least preference
e developing the corridor model

® gathering data

® creating geospatial data layers

e creating suitability surfaces

e developing corridors

Details on the above steps are provided in Appendix A.

The combination of the four corridors (built, natural, engineering, simple average)
results in the composite corridor (Map 3-2). The composite corridor depicts the most
suitable areas, based on the criteria used in the model, in which to develop routes for
the transmission line.

3.4 Transmission line routes
The next phase of the routing process involved:

e Developing routes
® Presenting the routes through public and First Nation and Métis engagement
* Analyzing the routes
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e Developing mitigative segments
e Evaluating the routes
e Selecting a preferred route

Each of these steps is described in more detail in the following subsections.

3.4.1 Develop the routes

Once corridors were identified, the routing team developed routes within those
corridors. The routes are potential, preliminary centerline routes for the proposed
transmission line that can be analyzed and evaluated by the project team and
presented through the engagement process for feedback.

The routes are composed of individually numbered route segments that connect to
form contiguous routes from the start (Dorsey Converter Station) to end point
(Wash'ake Mayzoon Station).

3.4.2 Present the routes

The route segments (Map 3-3) were presented for feedback through public (Chapter
4.0) and First Nation and Métis (Chapter 5.0) engagement.

Information received during engagement (either general comments or specific
segment suggestions) may lead to additional segments being added to the process
(see mitigative segments, Section 3.4.4).

3.4.3 Analyze the routes

Project team discipline specialists gather data (through desktop studies,
consideration of existing databases, and field surveys) and analyze the routes /
segments from the perspective of potential effects.

Recommendations are made by project team members for segment adjustments to
mitigate concerns.

3.4.4 Develop mitigative segments

Mitigative segments may be proposed during engagement or by project team
members. Mitigative segments are evaluated by the routing team for technical
feasibility and cost. Consideration is also given to whether the mitigative segment
results in net-minimization of effect (e.g., does not shift potential effects from one
landowner to another or one area/land type to another). Segments that meet this are
retained and move forward for consideration in the next step of evaluation.

3-3
Dorsey to Wash’ake Mayzoon (D83W) Transmission Project
Environmental Assessment Report



Map 3-4 presents the mitigative segments (routes) developed from consideration of
the feedback received from Round 1 engagement.

3.4.5 Route evaluation

All routes were then compared against each other and evaluated with the use of
criteria that represent the four perspectives (i.e., natural, built, engineering and
simple average).

The route evaluation model is used to help evaluate the routes. Route statistics are
developed, using the model, that allow route comparisons using substantial amounts
of data. Details of the model and development of route statistics are provided in
Appendix A.

The full set of routes were evaluated at a workshop (details in Appendix A). The goal
was to use the route statistics as well as expert judgement to reduce the number of
routes to a set of finalists. Four routes (Map 3-5) were chosen to move forward to the
preference determination step.

3.4.6 Preference determination

The final four routes were compared using the preference determination model
(Appendix A). The four final routes were compared and scored by the project team.
Each route received a value between 1 and 3, for each of the criteria in the model,
with lower values indicating higher suitability.

The scores given to each route were entered into the preference determination
model (Table 3-1). The rationale for each score is provided in Appendix A. Route D
received the lowest total score and was therefore selected as the preferred route
(Map 3-5).
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Table 3-1: Preference determination table

Criteria % ROUTE A ROUTE B ROUTE C ROUTE D
Cost 40% 1 1.72 1.83 1.71
Weighted 0.4 0.688 0.732 0.684
System Reliability 7.5% 1 1.5 1.5 1.5
Weighted 0.075 0.1125 0.1125 0.1125
Risk To Schedule 7.5% 3 1.5 1 1.5
Weighted 0.225 0.1125 0.075 0.1125
Environment (Natural) | 7.5% 3 1.5 1 1.25
Weighted 0.225 0.1125 0.075 0.09375
Environment (Built) 7.5% 3 1.5 1.5 1
Weighted 0.225 0.1125 0.1125 0.075
Community 30% 3 1.43 2.78 1
Weighted 0.9 0.429 0.834 0.3
TOTAL | 100% 2.05 1.57 1.94 1.38
RANK 4 2 3 1

3.4.7 Present the preferred route

The preferred route (Map 3-6) was presented during the second round of

engagement (details provided in Chapters 4.0 and 5.0). Several landowners had
concerns with the placement of the line on their property (see Chapter 4.0 for

details), so a few adjustments were made (Map 3-7). In addition, one change was
made for technical reasons.

3.5 Final preferred route

The FPRis shown on (Map 3-8). Table 3-2 shows the route statistics for the FPR as well
as the minimum and maximum values for routes considered during the evaluation

stage.
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Table 3-2: Final preferred route - statistics

REM Ciriteria FPR Min3 Max3
Built
Relocated Residences (count) 0 0 1
Potential Relocated Residences (count) | 6 0 16
Proximity to Residences (count) 36 11 72
Proposed Developments (count) 17 10 34
Current Agricultural Land Use 814 667 908
(calculated value')
Land Capability for Agriculture 959 294 979
(calculated value')
Diagonal crossing of Agriculture Crop 8572 0.00 187.86
Land (acres)
Proximity to Buildings and Structures 7 0 21
(count)
Special Features (count) 5 4 6
Historic/Cultural Resources (count) 4 1 15
Natural
Critical Habitat (acres) 0 0 0
Native Grassland (acres) 0 0 0
Natural Crown Land (acres) 0 0 0
Wetlands (acres) 1.5 0.08 3.42
Natural Forests (acres) 4 1.5 34.21
Stream / River Crossings (count) 11 4 27
Engineering
Length (km) 98.3 84.461 101.352
Construction/Design Costs ($) $50M $44M $54M
Construction + Maintenance
Restrictions (calculated value?) 289 243 316
Accessibility (calculated value') 19,309,420 | 10,714,243 | 27,569,005
Transmission Reliability (calculated 130,272,86 99309,835 | 290,565 919
value?) 1
Proximity to Gas and Rail (calculated 138,400,28 96,562,698 | 252011621
value?) 0
! Lower values indicate a preference for routing a transmission line
2Higher values indicate a preference for routing a transmission line
3Minimum and maximum are based on all routes considered during the evaluation stage
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4.0 Public engagement process

This chapter summarizes Manitoba Hydro's public engagement process for the D83W
project. The full details of the communication and engagement activities undertaken
for the project are presented in Appendix B.

4.1 Goal and objectives of engagement

Manitoba Hydro undertook a public engagement process (PEP) that began in
October 2021 and will continue through regulatory, construction and operational
phases of the D83W project. The goal of the PEP was to work directly with interested
parties, landowners, and the public to understand and consider concerns and
interests.

The objectives of public engagement for the D83W project included:

e Developing an engagement plan;

* Increasing responsiveness and transparency by sharing information, answering
questions, and working to resolve concerns;

e Working directly with interested parties, First Nations, and the MMF to
determine the community perspective score for the preferred route evaluation
model; and

e Clearly communicating with communities, individuals, and groups about how
their input influenced decision making.

Interested parties included:

* Local government, businesses, and organizations;
e Provincial government departments;

e Agricultural organizations;

* Recreation organizations or groups; and

e Environmental organizations.
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4.2 Communication methods

4.2.1 Round 1 communication

Figure 4-1: Round 1 communication methods for the PEP

4.2.2 Round 2 communication

Updated
information
sheet and
website,
eCampaign
survey

A

Document
summarizing
what we heard
during Round 1
engagement

78 letters by
direct mail to
affected
landowners,
one-on-one
landowner
meetings

Mapbook to
show detailed
preferred route

Figure 4-2: Round 2 communication methods for the PEP

4.3 Engagement methods

We incorporated techniques from the International Association of Public Participation
(IAP2) when designing the public engagement process for the project. IAP2 defines
public participation as a “means to involve those who are affected by a decision in the
decision-making process. It promotes sustainable decisions by providing participants
with the information they need to be involved in a meaningful way, and it
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communicates to participants how their input affects the decision.” IAP2's core values
for public participation are as follows:

1) Public participation is based on the belief that those who are affected by a
decision have a right to be involved in the decision-making process.

2) Public participation includes the promise that the public’s contribution will
influence the decision.

3) Public participation promotes sustainable decisions by recognizing and
communicating the needs and interests of all participants, including decision
makers.

4) Public participation seeks out and facilitates the involvement of those
potentially affected by or interested in a decision.

5) Public participation seeks input from participants in designing how they
participate.

6) Public participation provides participants with the information they need to
participate in a meaningful way.

7) Public participation communicates to participants how their input affected the
decision.

We also considered IAP2's public participation spectrum when choosing public
engagement techniques. We strategically used techniques that follow the consult and
involve levels found on the public participation spectrum:

e Consult: To obtain public feedback on analysis, alternatives and/or decisions.
* Involve: To work directly with the public throughout the process to ensure that
public concerns and aspirations and consistently understood and considered.

The virtual information sessions helped share information, answer questions, and
obtain public feedback on the alternative route segments and preferred route for the
D83W project, while the community ranking process (described in the routing
chapter) involved interested parties and Indigenous communities in determining the
community perspective score for the preferred route evaluation.

4.4 Round 1 engagement

The purpose of Round 1 engagement was to share information about the D83W
project and hear feedback about the alternative route segments under consideration
for routing. Engagement methods included virtual information sessions, meetings
with interested parties, community preference routing workshops, online feedback
mapping portal, and online survey about alternative route segments and potential
project impacts.
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4.4.1 Virtual information sessions

The purpose of the Round 1 virtual information sessions (see Table 4-1) was to share
information about the D83W project, present the alternative route segments, answer
questions, and hear feedback from interested parties, landowners, and members of

the public.

Table 4-1: Round 1 virtual information sessions for the D83W project

Date Time Number of participants
November 2, 2021 7:00 p.m. 11
November 3,2021 | 12:00 p.m. 7
November 4, 2021 | 4:00 p.m. 5
November 9, 2021 | 7:00 p.m. 10
November 10, 2021 | 12:00 p.m. 3
November 16,2021 | 7:00 p.m. 7
November 17,2021 | 12:00 p.m. 4
November 23,2021 | 7:00 p.m. 18
November 24,2021 | 12:00 p.m. 7
Total 72

We held the virtual information sessions at various dates and times to allow
participants to select a date and time that met their needs. The virtual information
sessions included introductions from the Manitoba Hydro employees and
participants, a brief presentation, and an open discussion with the participants. The
virtual information sessions were originally anticipated to end on November 17, 2021,
but upon request from participants, we added additional virtual information sessions
on November 23 and November 24, 2021.

4.4.2 Meetings with interested parties

Manitoba Hydro held five meetings with interested parties and attended two in-
person meetings, one organized by the RM of Cartier and the other organized by the
RM of St. Francois Xavier to discuss the D83W project (Table 4-2).
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Table 4-2: Round 1 engagement meetings with interested parties

Interested party Meeting date & location
RM of Portage la Prairie October 13, 2021
RM of Cartier October 25, 2021
RM of Rosser November 5, 2021
RM of Portage la Prairie November 9, 2021
KF Aero November 24, 2021

Southport, MB

RM of Cartier November 25, 2021
RM of Cartier Building

RM of St. Francois Xavier November 30, 2021
St. Frangois Xavier Community Club

4.4.3 Community preference routing workshops

Manitoba Hydro held two meetings with the community preference team on
December 16, 2021, and January 27, 2022. The purpose of these meetings was to
develop the community preference score for the preferred route. There is more
information on the content and outcome of the community preference workshops in
the First Nation and Métis engagement process chapter (Section 5.2.4.3).

4.4.4 Online feedback mapping portal

The Round 1 online feedback portal was available on the D83W project webpage
from October 7, 2021, to December 1, 2021. The feedback portal was an interactive
way for participants to comment on the alternate route segments, share suggestions
for route segments, and identify points of interest in the area.

4.4.5 Online survey about alternative route segments and potential
project impacts
Manitoba Hydro hosted an online survey for Round 1 engagement using Qualtrics on

the PACE webpage from October 7, 2021, to December 1, 2021. There were 88
respondents to the survey.
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4.5 Round 2 engagement

The purpose of Round 2 engagement was to present the preferred route for
evaluation and feedback.

4.5.1 Virtual information sessions

The purpose of the Round 2 virtual information sessions was to share information
about the D83W project, answer questions and hear feedback from interested
parties, landowners, and members of the public. A total of 58 participants attended
the virtual information sessions (Table 4-3).

Table 4-3: Round 2 virtual information sessions for the D83W project

Date Time Number of participants
February 22,2022 | 7:00 p.m. 21

February 23,2022 | 12:00 p.m. 9

February 28,2022 | 7:00 p.m. 13

March 1, 2022 12:00 p.m. 10
March 2, 2022 7:00 p.m. 5
Total 58

4.5.2 One-on-one meetings with affected landowners

We sent out direct mail to landowners along the preferred route at the start of Round
2 engagement based on landowner title information. For landowners we did not hear
directly from by March 23, 2022, we followed up with phone calls (where possible) to
confirm that landowners were aware of the D83W project and to answer any
questions they had. Conversations with landowners were generally about routing
related to their property, and questions about the compensation process. For
landowners that we were not able to reach by phone, we sent out additional letters
on May 4, 2022. Nine landowners requested a virtual or in-person meeting to discuss
the D83W project in further detail.

4.5.3 Meetings with interested parties
During Round 2 engagement, we met with three interested parties (Table 4-4).
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Table 4-4: Round 2 engagement meetings with interested parties

Interested Party Meeting Date & Location
Snoman Inc. February 18, 2022
Microsoft Teams
RM of Woodlands March 3, 2022
Microsoft Teams
RM of St. Francois Xavier March 28, 2022

Microsoft Teams

4.5.4 Online feedback mapping portal

During Round 2, Manitoba Hydro hosted a link on the PACE Project webpage for an
online feedback portal from February 11, 2022, to April 6, 2022. The feedback portal
was an interactive way for participants to comment on the D83W project’s preferred
route and identify points of interest in the area.

4.5.5 Online survey about preferred route and environmental assessment
mitigation
During Round 2, Manitoba Hydro hosted an online survey using Qualtrics on the
PACE Project webpage. The survey went live on March 1, 2022, and was scheduled to
stay live until March 25, 2022. Manitoba Hydro sent out an eCampaign on March 23,
2022, to notify individuals who had signed up for the D83W project updates that the
survey deadline had been extended and was available on the project website until
April 6, 2022. There were 36 respondents to the survey.

4.6 Public engagement feedback

4.6.1 Overview
Engagement feedback typically focused around one or more of the following topics:

® Proximity to homes

* Routing

e Agriculture

e land and wildlife

e Health and safety

e Trees, birds, and wildlife
e Culture and heritage
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4.6.2 Proximity to homes

Participants shared concerns about impacts to their homes and properties, such as
the loss of use of land, property values, increased noise, and asked questions about
easements and compensation. Some participants noted it would be overwhelming to
have transmission lines located outside their homes and in their communities.

4.6.3 Routing

Participants shared perspectives on the alternative route segments presented. Some
participants expressed a preference to route further north or south outside the study
area, and other participants provided alternative segments for consideration through
the mapping feedback portal. These suggestions were considered and evaluated
when determining the final preferred route.

4.6.4 Agriculture

Participants shared concerns about impacts to agricultural activities, including pivot
irrigation, aerial spraying, runways, tile drainage, biosecurity and associated
economic impacts. Participants noted that there is a large amount of highly
productive agricultural land in the D83W project area.

4.6.5 Land and wildlife

Participants shared concerns about impacts to land and wildlife, including the
potential removal of trees for the project including important shelterbelts, and shared
that the rivers and creeks in the project area have high concentrations of birds and
other wildlife.

4.6.6 Health and safety

Participants shared concerns about the potential effects of electric and magnetic
fields on human and animal health, as well as biosecurity concerns with the
construction and maintenance of the transmission line on agricultural fields.

4.6.7 Culture and heritage

Concerns were shared in Round 1 about the proximity to St. Paul’'s Anglican Church
along Highway 26.

4.7 Ongoing engagement

Manitoba Hydro continued to notify landowners, interested parties and the public
within the area regarding the D83W project. This included notifying each affected
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landowner once the final preferred route was determined and providing them with
contact information, an outline of the regulatory process and the upcoming timelines.
The D83W project webpage has been continually updated as the project progresses,
and the information line and email address remain active.

4.8 Engagement results

4.8.1 Round 1 engagement results

Manitoba Hydro held nine virtual information sessions with a total of 72 participants.
There were 88 participants who submitted feedback through the online survey.
Detailed engagement findings can be found in Appendix B. Table 4-5 outlines
feedback from participants.

Table 4-5: Round 1 engagement feedback results

Topic

Concern

Aesthetics

Proximity of transmission line to St. Eustache

Potential degradation to property values as the result of the
view

Removal of trees / disruption of shelterbelt

Potential impact on recreational activity

Project design

Questions on tower size, span between towers, right-of-way
width and specifications
Other tower design options

Heritage

Municipal heritage site of concern along the routes,
specifically St. Paul’'s Anglican Church

Indigenous burial site near route

Route would interfere with Hutterite heritage and culture.

Agriculture*

Impacts to aerial spraying, runways, pivot irrigation, and tile
drainage used to support high intensity agricultural
operations

Preference for northern routes given the perception that the
land is less agriculturally productive

Concerns with line interference on GPS used for agriculture
Biosecurity associated with construction and maintenance
Biosecurity concerns related to the potential introduction of
invasive species and pathogens (specifically clubroot)
Preference for transmission line to follow road allowances
rather than to be within fields
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e FEconomicimpacts and economic loss from agricultural
operations
* Impacts to river lot land
Engagement e Questions and concerns about avenues to submit
information and feedback to the project team
e Concerns about lack of communication by Manitoba Hydro
about the project
e Preference for Manitoba Hydro to contact individual
landowners directly (letters) instead of broad methods
(postcards)
e Concerns about postcards and if they were received
* Issues with contacting Manitoba Hydro via email/1-800
number
e Questions on how public feedback influences routing
process
e Questions about project timelines and next steps
Economics e Need for the project
e  Whether the 2019 storm was being used as justification for
the project
e Concerns that those most affected by the project do not
equal the most in need for new power
* Request for economic impact study as part of the
assessment
e Noted the high economic value of crops along some routes
EMF e Potential effects to GPS signaling on precision agricultural
application
e Potential human health impacts, concerns about increased
risk of miscarriage, leukemia, and other diseases
e Interference from towers with livestock
Health & ® Proximity to homes and perceived health risk
safety* e |Interference with livestock
e Concerns about conductors / wires falling on homes or
property
e Potential risk to low flying agriculture related aircraft
Property e Loss of use of land because of transmission towers
values o Directimpacts to agricultural production
0 Proposed route segments cutting through the middle of
fields
e High value river properties potentially affected
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Questions about easements and compensation - when in the
process this happens, what happens when the preferred
route is selected

Questions about the expropriation process

Proximity to
homes*

Associated health concerns with homes in proximity to the
line

Potential effects on internet service

Routes in proximity to towns (specifically St. Eustache and
Marquette)

Overwhelming to have power lines outside property
Increase risk of property damage due to equipment
malfunction

Routing

The overall need for the project - whether Bipole lll could be
used for power, if existing rights-of-way could be used, and
whether the power could come from Brandon instead of
Dorsey

Concerns with previous flooding on riverfront properties and
how transmission towers would be impacted

Preference from some participants for more northern routes
- land further north is perceived to be less agriculturally
productive

Preference to route along PR 227 and the Portage Diversion
Questions about what factors are considered when choosing
the preferred route

Preference to follow existing rights-of-way and road
allowances as much as possible

Preference from some participants for southern routes,
along the Trans-Canada highway

Preference from some participants to use Crown land to
route the Project

Concern about private runways in the area that Manitoba
Hydro might not be aware of

Cyclists regularly use Highway 26. Increased traffic of heavy
equipment poses additional risk to the cyclists.

Trees &
vegetation

Conservation agreement lands and whether special
consideration would be given to these areas

Concerns about removing trees and tree lines as the result of
specific route segments
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Wildlife

Rivers and creeks have high concentrations of birds and
wildlife and are popular spots for hunting and fishing
Concern of transmission line impacts on chickens and other
birds, including geese, eagles, and migratory birds
Proximity to Grant's Lake Wildlife Management Area
Disruption to critical wildlife habitat

The impacts to the Métis harvesting area

*indicates a priority topic for survey participants.

4.8.2 Round 2 engagement results

Manitoba Hydro held five virtual information sessions with a total of 58 participants.
There were 36 participants who submitted feedback through the online survey. Table
4-6 outlines feedback from participants

Table 4-6: Round 2 engagement feedback results

Topic

Concern

Aesthetics

Loss of shelterbelt

Agriculture*

Aerial spraying impacts

Use of land underneath transmission line for agriculture
Removal of shelter belt causing negative agricultural
impacts (loss of wind erosion protection, soil degradation,
water, and soil moisture)

Construction
&

maintenance

Compensation for damages to property during construction
Construction timelines and disruptions to daily life
Maintenance protocols for transmission towers

Soil compaction in areas with clay soil

Engagement

Lack of clarity and sufficient detail with maps

Ongoing concerns with notification process

Benefits to affected landowners and RMs versus impacts to
landowners and RMs

Notification process for line access for repairs and
maintenance

Health &
safety*

Concerns about EMF levels on specific properties

Whether Manitoba Hydro could lend EMF measurement kits
to landowners along the preferred route

Concerns about living near the transmission line and the
impact of high voltage lines.
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Licensing

What type of licensing and environmental assessment
process the project was subject to

Noise

Noise from transmission line construction and operation

Property
values

Compensation process, amounts and possible negotiations
Taxation on land held by Manitoba Hydro

Footprint for transmission towers and associated loss of
agricultural land

Inhibit future construction projects near towers

Routing

Project specifications - distance between towers, tower
design, right-of-way details

Preference for northern routes along PR 227

Preference for southern routes

Requests to move preferred route closer to rail line
Concerns about the route “jogging” to avoid a proposed
runway

Acceptable / minimum distances between power lines
Feasibility of undergrounding the transmission line
Concerns about the routes impact on nearby airstrips

Trees &
vegetation*

Loss of shelterbelts along the preferred route

*Indicates a priority topic for survey participants.

4.9 Route adjustments

Four route adjustments were made to the preferred route in response to feedback
received by landowners.

e One of the adjustments removed a 4 km stretch of the preferred route from the
RM of Portage la Prairie and added a 5 km stretch in the RM of Woodlands.
This adjustment was made after considering a shelterbelt and future home
build location in proximity to the preferred route. The adjustment added
approximately 1.5 km to the route.

® Another adjustment was made within the RM of St. Francois Xavier, moving the
route to the south side of a rail line to avoid land which is currently in the
process of securing a conservation easement. The adjustment added
approximately 0.5 km to the route.

* An adjustment was made within the RM of Woodlands after speaking with a
landowner about the line impeding farm operations. The preferred route was
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adjusted within the landowner’s property to allow for better farming access.
The adjustment did not add additional length to the route.

e An adjustment was made within the RM of St. Francois Xavier along Scott's
drain. The landowner shared that the most productive agriculture land is on
the west side of Scott’s drain, and suggested the route be moved to less
productive land on the east side. The adjustment did not add additional length

to the route.
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5.0 First Nation and Métis engagement process

This section provides an overview of the First Nation and Métis Engagement Process
(FNMEP) that Manitoba Hydro undertook for the D83W project including the guiding
principles and goals of the process, methods of engagement, key feedback and
concerns, and outcomes resulting from engagement.

Manitoba Hydro's approach to First Nation and Métis engagement for the D83W
project was guided by the following principles:

e Traditional territories and activities important to First Nations peoples’ and
Métis Citizens’ ways of life and culture will be acknowledged, valued, and
protected.

e The diversity of cultures and worldviews should be understood and
appreciated.

* Manitoba Hydro will work with First Nations, the Manitoba Métis Federation
(MMF), and Indigenous organizations to better understand perspectives and
determine mutual approaches to address concerns and build relationships.

e First Nations, the MMF, and Indigenous organizations will be provided with
opportunities to communicate early in the process and on an ongoing basis.

e First Nations, the MMF, and Indigenous organizations should be enabled to
understand how their feedback influenced the D83W project.

5.1 Purpose, goals, and objectives

Manitoba Hydro's overall goal for the FNMEP is to work directly with First Nations, the
MMF, and Indigenous organizations to understand and respond to their concerns,
and to provide them with opportunities to meaningfully influence the D83W project.
The FNMEP has several objectives in common with the PEP (Chapter 4.0) including:

e Developing an engagement plan;

* Increasing responsiveness and transparency by sharing information, answering
questions, and working to resolve concerns;

e Working directly with interested parties, First Nations, and the MMF to
determine the community perspective score for the preferred route evaluation
model: and

e Clearly communicating with communities, individuals, and groups about how
their input influenced decision making.

In addition to the above objectives shared with the PEP, the FNMEP had the following
specific objectives:
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e Continue to build and strengthen working relationships with First Nations, the
MMF, and Indigenous organizations in Manitoba, across projects.

e Elevate meaningful participation of First Nations, the MMF and Indigenous
organizations in Project engagement by providing multiple and varying
opportunities while recognizing that what is considered meaningful may vary
by community.

* Increase benefits related to training, employment and business opportunities
for First Nation members and Métis Citizens potentially impacted by the D83W
project where possible.

e Improve understanding of cumulative impacts of Manitoba Hydro projects and
other development in the regional assessment area on First Nations and their
members, the MMF and its Citizens, to better bolster the assessment of
cumulative effects in the environmental assessment report.

The following sections outline the engagement methods Manitoba Hydro
implemented to work towards the FNMEP objectives and the outcomes of the
engagement process.

5.2 Methods of engagement

5.2.1 Overview

Manitoba Hydro designed the FNMEP to engage First Nations, the MMF, and
Indigenous organizations early in the project assessment process, and at every stage,
to enable feedback to meaningfully influence project decisions. In the context of the
FNMEP, Manitoba Hydro understands meaningful engagement to be the timely
process of seeking, discussing, and carefully considering the views of others, in a
manner that is cognizant of all parties’ cultural values. In achieving meaningful
engagement, the team will seek to:

e Reach out early and often to foster relationship building and work to provide
information in a manner that supports informed decision making and
assessment of potential project impacts on their rights and title

* Provide opportunities for First Nations and the MMF to freely determine how
they engage in the environmental assessment
Incorporate Indigenous knowledge in the environmental assessment when
provided, and
Provide formal opportunities for First Nations, the MMF, and Indigenous
organizations to provide feedback at key points throughout the environmental
assessment process
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Manitoba Hydro also strove for an adaptable and community-specific approach to
engagement that was responsive to the engagement needs and preferences of each
group. Manitoba Hydro has also made efforts to assess the potential effects of the
D83W project on individual cultural groups to be respectful of different cultures and
ways of life and the different ways the D83W project may affect each cultural group,
where possible.

The FNMEP continued to build on a broader regional engagement process that
began with recent Manitoba Hydro projects assessed in the Portage La Prairie area,
including the Brandon-Portage la Prairie (BP6/BP7) transmission project and the
Wash'ake Mayzoon Station. Based on feedback heard during engagement on past
projects, Manitoba Hydro developed a regional engagement approach that
contemplated cumulative engagement needs across these three projects, referred to
as the Portage Area Projects, over the 2020 to 2023 period.

Manitoba Hydro’s engagement process is separate from any Crown-Indigenous
consultation process that may be initiated by the Province of Manitoba on the D83W
project. Engagement with Métis Citizens was facilitated through the Manitoba Métis
Federation.

5.2.2 Identification of Indigenous nations and groups

The Project is located on Treaty 1 territory, the traditional territory of the ancestors of
the Anishinaabe, Cree, Ojibwe-Cree, and Dakota peoples, and on the traditional
homeland of the Red River Métis. The D83W project is in an area of the province that
is of historical and contemporary interest to the MMF and its Citizens and is entirely
located within the Recognized Métis Harvesting Area.

As part of the Portage Area Projects, Manitoba Hydro engaged the same ten
audiences engaged for BP6/BP7 and the Wash'ake Mayzoon Station. This included
nine right-bearing nations (eight First Nations and the MMF) and one group that is
not rights-bearing but may act to communicate issues important to Indigenous
peoples. To establish the list of FNMEP participants and the level of engagement for
each, Manitoba Hydro considered the following four criteria:

1) Historical and contemporary use of the regional assessment area

2) Potential for adverse impact to traditional pursuits because of the D83W
project

3) Anticipated interest in the D83W project based on previous projects

4) Recommended inclusion by the Province

Table 5-1 lists the communities and organizations that Manitoba Hydro has engaged

for the FNMEP and the rationale for the level of engagement undertaken with each.
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Table 5-1: Communities and organizations engaged for the FNMEP

Indigenous nation
or organization

Rationale for engaging on the project

Rights-holders

Dakota Tipi First
Nation

Historical and contemporary use of the study area

Potential for adverse impact to traditional pursuits as a result of
the project

Interest in the D83W project

Recommended inclusion by the Province

Long Plain First
Nation

Historical and contemporary use of the study area

Potential for adverse impact to traditional pursuits as a result of
the project

Interest in the D83W project

Recommended inclusion by the Province

Manitoba Métis
Federation

Historical and contemporary use of the study area

Potential for adverse impact to traditional pursuits as a result of
the project

Interest in the Project

Recommended inclusion by the Province

Peguis First Nation

Historical and contemporary use of the study area
Has requested to stay informed on all projects in Manitoba
Interest in the D83W project

Recommended inclusion by the Province

Brokenhead
Ojibway Nation

Historical and contemporary connection to the study area

Recommended inclusion by the Province

Roseau River
Anishinabe First
Nation

Historical and contemporary connection to the study area

Recommended inclusion by the Province

Swan Lake First
Nation

Historical and contemporary connection to the study area

Recommended inclusion by the Province
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Sandy Bay First Historical and contemporary connection to the study area

Nation Recommended inclusion by the Province

Dakota Plains Historical and contemporary connection to the study area

Wahpeton Nation Interest in the D83W project

Recommended inclusion by the Province

Other groups who may not be rights-bearing nations but may act to communicate
issues important to Indigenous peoples

Portage Urban May have interest in the D83W project
Indigenous
Peoples Coalition

(PUIPC)

It was Manitoba Hydro’s understanding that some Indigenous communities had the
potential to experience greater impacts to activities considered important to them
because of the D83W project, including constitutionally protected rights and
associated activities. For such communities, deeper engagement occurred, including
supporting more targeted community engagement in a manner preferred by the
community, support for gathering and sharing of Indigenous Knowledge to inform
the D83W project, participation in archeological discussions, and a part-time
coordinator position.

Roseau River Anishinabe First Nation and Brokenhead Ojibway Nation indicated that
Manitoba Hydro should work with First Nations closer to the D83W project area.
Other First Nations, such as Sandy Bay First Nation and Dakota Plains Wahpeton
Nation did not respond to D83W project information sharing requests. All First
Nations were kept informed at each stage of engagement, including providing
regular updates about the D83W project, sharing various opportunities to participate
along the way, and engaging in meetings where interest is confirmed.

Through the engagement process, Manitoba Hydro heard from some FNMEP
communities that there was a need for additional engagement activities. As the
FNMEP was designed to be adaptable, Manitoba Hydro was able to accommodate
the expressed preferences and interests of FNMEP participants by adding additional
activities to meaningfully inform the D83W project where reasonable. Peguis First
Nation (PFN) confirmed they were interested in the D83W project early in the process
and have provided suggestions regarding meaningful engagement. As such, the
level of engagement with PFN increased as the D83W project progressed in
response to their questions and requests for involvement.
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Manitoba Hydro reached out to representatives from the Province of Manitoba, who
will be responsible for conducting section 35 Crown consultation on the D83W

project, to determine whether Manitoba Hydro's list of engaged communities was in
alignment with those communities that Manitoba would likely consult. Manitoba did
not request that any additional communities be added to Manitoba Hydro’s FNMEP.

A community profile for each of the Indigenous nations and organizations engaged
on the D83W project is provided below. Dakota Tipi First Nation (DTFN), Long Plain
First Nation (LPFN) and the MMF authored their own community profiles during
engagement for the Brandon to Portage La Prairie Transmission Line Replacement
(BP 6/7). For those communities who did not prepare a profile, Manitoba Hydro
gathered information from community websites.

5.2.2.1 Brokenhead Ojibway Nation

“The Brokenhead Ojibway Nation (BON) is a Treaty 1 Nation located northeast of
Winnipeg, Manitoba on Hwy. 59. The Brokenhead Ojibway Nation are a proud and
thriving First Nation. We're focused on providing education and opportunities that
can help assure a positive tomorrow for our youth, our families and our Elders.
Brokenhead Ojibway Nation #4 extends north to the shores of Lake Winnipeg and
includes part of the Netley Creek Mars area. The Brokenhead River runs through the
core area of the community. Both PTH #59 and the CN rail line cross through the
northwest section of the Reserve. To the south is Winnipeg, 82 kilometres down
highway #59 and to the north is Grand Beach, Patricia Beach and Victoria Beach to
name only three beaches in this area located along 59 north.” (Brokenhead Ojibway
Nation website, August 2022)

“Our Vision: Brokenhead Ojibway First Nation is a proud Nation that is working
towards building a healthy, independent, self-sustaining, evolving community, that
strives to meet the needs of its citizens by making economic development and our
Ojibway identity priorities in every aspect of our planning.” (Brokenhead Ojibway
Nation website, August 2022)

Brokenhead Ojibway Nation has an on-reserve population of 801 and an off-reserve
population of 1,311 for a total membership of 2,112 (Brokenhead Ojibway Nation
website 2022).

5.2.2.2 Dakota Plains Wahpeton First Nation

“Dakota Plains Wahpeton First Nation is in South Central Manitoba, 20 miles
southwest of Portage la Prairie. The Dakota of this community were relocated here
due to a motion made by the City Council of Portage la Prairie on March 11, 1920.”
(Dakota Plains Wahpeton Oyate website, August 2022)
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As of July 2022, the total registered population of Dakota Plains Wahpeton First
Nation is 267 with 164 living on Dakota Plains Wahpeton First Nation reserve
(Indigenous Services Canada, 2022).

5.2.2.3 Dakota Tipi First Nation

"OVERVIEW OF THE DAKOTA TIPI OYATE BEING PART OF THE DAKOTA NATION
and as it Relates to the D83W project”

In the Traditional Knowledge Study (TKS) the DTFN intends to provide information
about the cultural and historical context of the Dakota Tipi community and who we
are as a part of the larger Dakota Nation.

While there are differing views on the extent of the Dakota Homeland or Traditional
Territory, most sources agree that at the time of contact the Dakota People / Nation
(which the Dakota Tipi People are a part of) used and occupied areas within the
current jurisdictions of Canada and the United States, the North West Territories,
Alberta, Saskatchewan, Manitoba and portions of Ontario.

The DTFN and several other Dakota Nations within Manitoba are in a unique position,
as they never adhered to a Treaty and thus retain, hold and assert Aboriginal Rights
and Title to areas within southern Manitoba, and areas the project traverses. Some of
the Aboriginal Rights that DTFN exercise and assert include (but are not limited to)
the right to hunt, fish, harvest land and water-based resources, practice various forms
of cultivation, build and occupy settlements, build and occupy camps and cabins, and
the ability to travel to and access resource activity areas, etc.

The DTFN also asserts and maintain that it has never ceded its title or interests to its
ancient homelands or traditional territory nor its inherent jurisdiction and decision-
making authority in relation to the lands, waters, and resources.

Given this, at a minimum, Manitoba Hydro should begin its consideration of any
potential known biophysical and socioeconomic effects against these noted broad
rights categories through portions of southern Manitoba.

Community at a Glance

In 1959 the Old Sioux Village near Portage la Prairie relocated to the current location
site of the Dakota Tipi First Nation. In 1972 the community divided and thereby
creating two (2) First Nations presently known as Dakota Tipi First Nation (IR No.#56
or 295) and Dakota Plains Wahpeton Nation (which borders the Long Plain First
Nation, south of Edwin, Manitoba Canada).

The Dakota Tipi First Nation was granted “Indian Reserve” Status in 1972.
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Dakota Tipi First Nation is situated approximately 2 kilometers southwest of the City
of Portage la Prairie, Manitoba, and is roughly 80 kilometers west of Winnipeg,
Manitoba, and located on the Yellowquill Trail highway, just off of the Trans-Canada
No. 1 Highway, and can be reached by a paved class "C" highway.

The current Dakota Tipi First Nation consists of Parish lot 25 and Parish Lot 24 and in
1985 the First Nation also secured Parish Lot 16, 17 and 18 for a total of 371.8 acres
or 150.48 hectares.

The current population of the Dakota Tipi First Nation is approximately 275 people
“on reserve on” and has on “off reserve” population of approximately 300 people.

Current Vision of the Dakota Tipi First Nation

The Dakota Tipi First Nation currently works with several industries and industry
partners, such as Manitoba Hydro, in consultation to ensure the concerns of the
Dakota Tipi Nation are dealt with in an according, proper and traditional way.

The Dakota Tipi Nation continues to work towards the goals and vision of itself as a
part of the larger Dakota Nation in creation of a strong and viable future for its
membership and in honour of the history of the ancestral Dakota people that which
we derive from.” (provided by Dakota Tipi First Nation, March 15, 2021).

5.2.2.4 Long Plain First Nation

A signatory to Treaty 1, 1871, Long Plain First Nation is a proud, prosperous
community of both Ojibway and Dakota people situated in the central plains region
of Manitoba.

The Long Plain population is over 4,500 and is comprised of 3 reserves of which 2 are
urban. The urban reserves are situated along the city limits of Portage la Prairie
(Keeshkeemaquah Reserve) and in the City of Winnipeg (Madison Indian Reserve No.
1) with more plans for expansion already underway across the province in various
stages of the Addition to Reserve process.

In the Portage and surrounding areas, which has been our people’s homeland for
thousands of years, the community has a substantial amount of land currently under
conversion back into Tribal Territory (of course taking into consideration that all these
lands were once Tribal Territory).

The community has a diverse Economic Development portfolio including one of the
most successful Petro Canada stations in all of Canada at the Madison Indian Reserve
No.1, a thriving Hotel and Gaming Centre on the Keeshkeemaquah Reserve as well as
recent acquisitions and builds that will only continue to make Long Plains a fixture in
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both the Economic and Local Landscape for future generations to come.” (provided
by Long Plain First Nation, March 20, 2021).

5.2.2.5 The Manitoba Métis Federation

“On July 6, 2021, Canada and the MMF signed the Manitoba Métis Self-Government
Recognition and Implementation Agreement which is the first agreement to give
immediate recognition to an existing Métis government, namely, the Manitoba Métis
Federation, which is the existing democratically elected government of the Manitoba
Métis - also known as the Red River Métis. This Agreement will be followed by a treaty
between the MMF and Canada and ensures that the MMF will continue to provide
responsible and accountable self-government.

The MMF is the democratically elected government of the Red River Métis. The MMF
is duly authorized by the Citizens of the Red River Métis for the purposes of dealing
with their collective Métis rights, claims, and interests, including conducting
consultations and negotiating accommodations (as per MMF Resolution No. 8). While
the MMF was initially formed in 1967, its origins lie in the 18th century with the birth
of the Red River Métis and in the legal and political structures that developed with it.
Since the birth of the Métis people in the Red River Valley, the Red River Métis
asserted and exercised its inherent right of self-government. For the last 50 years, the
MMF has represented the Red River Métis at the provincial and national levels.

During this same period, the MMF has built a sophisticated, democratic, and effective
Métis governance structure that represents the Red River Métis internationally. The

MMF was created to be the self-government representative of the Red River Métis—as
reflected in the Preamble of the MMF's Constitution (also known as the MMF Bylaws):

“WHEREAS, the Manitoba Métis Federation has been created to be the democratic
and self-governing representative body of the Manitoba Métis Community,”

In addition, the following is embedded within the MMF’s objectives, as set out in the
MMF Constitution as follows:

“1. To promote the history and culture of the Manitoba Métis, also known as the Red
River Métis, and otherwise to promote the cultural pride of its Citizenship.

2. To promote the education of its Citizens respecting their legal, political, social,
and other rights.

3. To promote the participation of its Citizens in community, municipal, provincial,
federal, Aboriginal, and other organizations.

4. To promote the political, social, and economic interests of its Citizens.
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5. To provide responsible and accountable governance on behalf of the Manitoba
Meétis, also known as the Red River Métis, using the constitutional authorities
delegated by its Citizens.”

The MMF is organized and operated based on centralized democratic principles,
some key aspects of which are described below.

President: The President is the leader and spokesperson of the MMF. The President
is elected in a national Election every four years and is responsible for overseeing the
day-to-day operations of the MMF.

Cabinet: The MMF Cabinet leads, manages, and guides the policies, objectives, and
strategic direction of the MMF and its subsidiaries. All 23 Cabinet Members are
democratically elected by Red River Métis Citizens.

Regions: The MMF is organized into seven regional associations or "Regions"
throughout the province (Figure 3): The Southeast Region, the Winnipeg Region, the
Southwest Region, the Interlake Region, the Northwest Region, the Pas Region, and
the Thompson Region. Each Region is administered by a Vice-President and two
Regional Executive Officers, all of whom sit on the MMF Cabinet. Each Region has an
office which delivers programs and services to their specific geographic area.

Locals: Within each Region are various area-specific "Locals" which are administered
by a chairperson, a vice-chairperson, a secretary, and a treasurer (or a secretary-
treasurer, as the case may be). Locals must have at least nine Citizens and meet at
least four times a year to remain active. There are approximately 140 MMF Locals
across Manitoba.

The MMF has created an effective governance structure to represent the Red River
Métis. It is important to bear in mind that there is only one large, geographically
dispersed, Red River Métis. Red River Métis Citizens live, work, and exercise their s.35
rights throughout and beyond the province of Manitoba.”

5.2.2.6 Peguis First Nation

“Peguis First Nation is a Treaty 1 First Nation, in Manitoba, Canada. With a population
of approximately 10,246 members of Ojibway and Cree descent, it is the largest First
Nation community in Manitoba.

The main community of Peguis First Nation, Peguis 1B, is located approximately 196
kilometres north of Winnipeg, MB.

Peguis First Nation has a rich culture, strong traditions and a significant history within

Canada. The community is named after Chief Peguis. Peguis led the band of Saultaux

people from present day Sault Ste. Marie, Ontario to a settlement at Netley Creek,
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Manitoba, and later to St.Peter’s (present day East Selkirk, Manitoba). After an illegal
land transfer in 1907, Peguis First Nation was moved to its present location at Peguis
1B."” (Peguis First Nation website, August 2022).

5.2.2.7 The Portage Urban Indigenous People’s Coalition

“The Portage Urban Indigenous Peoples Coalition (PUIPC) was created in effort to
provide an environment for collaboration and increased dialogue for the Urban
Indigenous people living in Portage la Prairie. This Coalition of community
stakeholders have worked to create a Community Action Plan using feedback from
the local Indigenous Community.”

Members of the coalition include City Council, members of the community at large,
the MMF, Red River Community College, the RCMP, the Portage School Division, the
Portage Friendship Centre, Health Santé Sud, the Dakota Ojibway Tribal Council, the
Portage Community Revitalization Corporation, the City Manager of Portage la Prairie
and the Indigenous Community Coordinator.

The PUIPC's commitments and initiatives include:

e “Partnering with the Indigenous peoples in creating an inclusive community
that values and respects the diversity that exists in the City of Portage la Prairie

e To work with the Urban Indigenous peoples to identify and assist with the
removal of barriers that hinder their full participation

e Our Youth and Elder Conference requested that we recognize the
resourcefulness of Indigenous Youth and assist with the creation of
opportunities that will encourage them to participate in building our
community

e To work with the community to create a safe and welcoming environment that
Indigenous peoples and our community will feel comfortable in

* Recognize and celebrate the valuable contributions Indigenous peoples have
made and continue to make to our community

* To have a culture commemorating plaque on Wilkinson Crescent

e Working with Portage Heritage to include future streets to be named in
relation to our aboriginal history

e Organize a cultural awareness week with the City and Portage School Division

e To hosta mandatory cultural training session with the City of Portage la Prairie
staff

e The development of a continuing document establishing the working
relationship with our Indigenous Urban Organizations and surrounding First
Nations

e |Initiative to create Portages own Bear Clan
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e Holding future engagement sessions. A place where individuals can greet,
meet and share for future engagement sessions.”

(Portage La Prairie Revitalization Corporation website, August 2022).

5.2.2.8 Roseau River Anishinabe First Nation

“Roseau River Anishinabe First Nation is a rural community located approximately
one hour south of Winnipeg, Manitoba. Roseau River Anishinabe First Nation has
three physical reserves:

The people of Roseau River First Nation have a rich history in the Red River and
Pembina Valleys. Their main community is located about an hour south of Winnipeg,
near Emerson, with a total membership of 2,000 people across their three reserve
communities.

As part of the collective Ojibway of Manitoba, they were known as the “Strong Heart
People” in recognition of their bravery. Roseau River signed Treaty 1 on August 3,
1871 and finally resolved their land claim in 2011 with a final settlement offer that is
held in trust for future generations.” (www.Treaty1.ca, August 2022).

5.2.2.9 Sandy Bay Ojibway First Nation

“The Sandy Bay Ojibway First Nation is situated on Reserve No. 5, a 16,456-acre site
on the western shore of Lake Manitoba. It is 165 kilometers northwest of Winnipeg
and 90 kilometers from Portage la Prairie.

The reserve is accessible by all-weather roads via provincial highways #16 and #50
north from Portage la Prairie. Approximately three quarters of this land is committed
to farming. Located in the lowlands with a gentle rise westward from Lake Manitoba,
most of the shoreline along the lake consists of a fine sand beach bordered by
Balsam Popular and Trembling Aspen.

A bog and marshland run alongside and into the lake. At the time of the signing of
the treaty, Sandy Bay was called the White Mud Band, separate from the Portage
Band of Chief Yellow Quill. It was a treaty after wards, the signing of treaty 1 of 1871
and in 1876 that settled the present location. The first chief after the treaty was
Nawachegapow. Townships 17 & 18 were then granted to the band.

Sandy Bay does not have any more outstanding treaty land entitlements. Some of the
economy for Sandy Bay Ojibway First Nation comes from and includes farming for
livestock and various crops that are maintained by local Sandy Bay farmers. Our
people of Sandy Bay have been a role model in keeping and speaking fluently in
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Ojibway. There is about an 80% average of Ojibway speaking community members,
thus keeping our language alive.

POPULATION TO DATE: The total registered population of Sandy Bay First Nation as
of July 2013 is 6,174. With Sandy Bay's ever growing population, the birth rate now
stands at 8-12 births a month. Not included in the population figures, are the non-
aboriginal members on reserve.” (Sandy Bay Ojibway First Nation website, August

2022).

5.2.2.10 Swan Lake First Nation

The story of Swan Lake First Nation begins long ago. In 1876, Chief Yellowquill and
his followers settled on Swan Lake First Nation Reserve.

Swan Lake First Nation is in South Central Manitoba along junction Highway #23 and
#34. SLFN people are known as Anishinabe people, meaning “original-peoples”; their
native language is Saulteaux (Wikipedia, 2011). SLFN is divided into four areas: SLFN
#7, which is the main reservation; #7a Carberry which consists of residential and
commercial developments; #8 Indian Gardens, % of which is under agricultural lease
and #8a Headingley which will consist of mainly commercial developments. A
recently settled Treaty Land Entitlement (TLE) with the Federal Government has
enabled them to expand their land base for future developments.

With regards to governance, Swan Lake First Nation is signatory to Treaty 1, which
was established in 1871 between Queen Victoria and various First Nations residing in
South Eastern Manitoba (SLFN, 2011). An elected Chief and Council who are voted
by community members in a two-year political cycle govern SLFN; their elections are
still administered by Section 74 of the Indian Act. However, the community would like
to extend its political cycle.

In terms of economy, SLFN is located on prime agricultural land and thus has a robust
agricultural economy. The economy also consists of: a commercial buffalo ranch, two
gaming centres, Spirit Sands Casino, Kitchi-Nodin Wind Farm and Four Corners gas
bar and convenience store (SLFN, 2011). Swan Lake also has Indian Springs School,
and a Health Centre. The community has a population size of approximately 1477,
with 408 members who live in the community and 1053 who live outside the
community, some in other provinces and countries (SLFN, 2019).

SLFN is working towards their vision of having a healthy, prosperous and self-
sufficient community. Completed community projects include the Kitchi-Nodin Wind
Farm, Youth Camp, as well as the new Band Office development. The recycling depot
is completed, however it needs programming to truly reach its potential. (Swan Lake
First Nation website, August 2022).
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5.2.3 Communication methods

Manitoba Hydro asked First Nations, the MMF, and PUIPC about their communication
preferences. The predominant communication methods Manitoba Hydro used to
share project information for the FNMEP were letters and emails, including D83w
project maps. Manitoba Hydro followed up on key project communications by phone
to confirm that information was received and highlight key messages and questions
such as confirming interest in a meeting to discuss the Project.

Other communication methods used by Manitoba Hydro to share information about
the D83W project included:

e The D83W project webpage

e Printed materials (information sheets, maps)

e eCampaign, which sent email notifications to individuals who signed up to
receive Project updates

e Geotargeted social media (Facebook) advertisements to devices in the Project
area

e Virtual public information sessions

The FNMEP included several different avenues through which First Nations, the MMF,
and the PUIPC could participate and provide feedback and perspectives about the
D83W project. The main ways that Manitoba Hydro received or gathered information
through the FNMEP were by letter, email or telephone; through (mainly) virtual
meetings with First Nations, the MMF, the PUIPC, and Indigenous Community and
Assessment Coordinators (ICACs); and through ICAC submissions of reports,
including routing preferences, concerns, and comments on FNMEP related chapters
of the environmental assessment.

The opportunities available to the public to engage on the Project were also available
to First Nations people and Métis Citizens. Manitoba Hydro kept FNMEP audiences
informed of these additional engagement options, which included:

e Online surveys to collect feedback on the alternate route segments, and
subsequently, the preferred route

¢ Virtual information sessions (14 sessions held in total)

e Online mapping portal to collect segment-specific feedback, specific areas of
concern in the project area, and suggested mitigative segments

Further details about communications Manitoba Hydro shared through the FNMEP
are included in the Section 5.2.4 which outlines engagement activities.
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5.2.4 Engagement activities

Manitoba Hydro’'s engagement process for the D83W project consisted of pre-
engagement activities and two “rounds” of engagement, referred to as Round 1 and
Round 2. The rounds are directly tied to the transmission line routing process and
enable First Nation, Métis, and public feedback to inform routing decisions.
Manitoba Hydro also undertook engagement during development of the

environmental assessment, and will continue through to construction, and operation
of the D83W project.

A summary of the engagement activities that Manitoba Hydro has undertaken during
the FNMEP to date include:

e Seeking feedback from eight First Nations, the MMF and the Portage Urban
Indigenous Peoples Coalition through sharing information and holding
meetings (mainly virtual meetings).

e Community-specific engagement initiatives undertaken by Indigenous
Community and Assessment Coordinators from the MMF and DTFN providing
valuable feedback to Manitoba Hydro on how to mitigate effects and support
community interests.

e A series of heritage-focused workshops with interested First Nations and the
MMF to further discuss key concerns about heritage, cultural and archeological
sites.

5.2.4.1 Indigenous community and assessment coordinators

Through the FNMEP for the D83W project, Manitoba Hydro continued to support
Indigenous Community and Assessment Coordinator (ICAC) positions to assist in the
coordination of engagement and assessment activities for three nations with the
potential to experience greater impacts as a result of the D83W project:

e Dakota Tipi First Nation

* Long Plain First Nation

* Manitoba Métis Federation as the self-government representative of the Red
River Métis in Manitoba

When planning engagement for the BP 6/7 project, Manitoba Hydro acknowledged
the potential for additional forthcoming transmission work in the Portage La Prairie
area. Learning from past engagement processes, Manitoba Hydro worked to
develop a regional approach to engagement that contemplated cumulative
engagement needs across multiple projects and supported an ICAC position to
coordinate the engagement process of their nation and provide continuity across
engagement on BP 6/7, the Wash'ake Mayzoon Station, and the Dorsey to Wash’ake
5-15
Dorsey to Wash’ake Mayzoon (D83W) Transmission Project
Environmental Assessment Report



Mayzoon Transmission Line (the D83W project), collectively referred to as the Portage
Area Projects.

The agreements that Manitoba Hydro entered into with DTFN, LPFN, and the MMF
support meaningful participation by providing the following:

e Funding for a 3-year part-time ICAC position including:
o Time and resources to engage their own members/Citizens
0 Time to meet with leadership and with Manitoba Hydro
o Time to review Manitoba Hydro's draft FNMEP and Harvesting and
Important Sites chapters of the environmental assessment report
e Training funds for external training to support the ICAC and/or for consultant
support to help the ICAC meet deliverables
e Funding to conduct interviews, assessments, or Indigenous Knowledge studies
e Funding to review environmental assessment chapters, including this chapter
and the Harvesting and Impacted Sites chapter
e Administrative funds including mileage and supplies

Each of the three nations developed their ICAC position at their own pace, with
different levels of participation by Manitoba Hydro, and were responsible for hiring
their own ICAC. Although LPFN was initially interested in hiring an ICAC, the position
they had developed was never filled on a long-term basis and instead chose to
produce deliverables using existing staff.

Key deliverables of the ICAC position related to the D83W project and the Wash'ake
Mayzoon Station (collectively referred to as the Portage Area Capacity Enhancement
Project) include attendance at meetings related to the D83W project; preparing a
Routing Brief (including interviews, mapping, and community engagement); a self-
directed study (including a community profile, outcomes of interviews, past and
contemporary use and occupancy information, mapping, effects of the project on the
nation, and proposed mitigation measures); and review of the Harvesting and
Important sites chapter of the environmental assessment report.

The anticipated benefits of the ICACs to their respective communities and to
Manitoba Hydro were to:

e Facilitate sharing and review of the D83W project information within the
community

e Allow for a dedicated community representative to help move forward the
engagement needs of