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1 TURN 002 TURN_002 1 TURN_002_Q1

Section 5.2.1, page 57 states, “starting in January 2023, PG&E
incorporated additional customers who could be impacted into the PSPS
consequence model and classified them as Potentially-Impacted
Customers (PIC).”
a. How were the PIC selected?
b. How were they initially identified?
c. What types of consequences do they have that were not included in
the 12-year customer lookback?
d. Please explain the basis for PG&E’s belief that “not every
customer who could experience a PSPS event is captured in the
historical backcast.”
e. Regarding the statement on page 57 that “this enables the
calculation of roughly double the potentially-affected customers
…”, please provide the specific data on which this statement is
based

A Mireille Fall-Fry 4/7/2025 4/10/2025 N/A 5 Risk Methodology & Assessment 5.2.1

2 TURN 002 TURN_002 2 TURN_002_Q2 Section 5.2.2.1 page 63 provides the formula for PSPS likelihood. Please
explain why 5 years was selected as the denominator? A Mireille Fall-Fry 4/7/2025 4/10/2025 N/A 5 Risk Methodology & Assessment 5.2.2.1

3 TURN 002 TURN_002 3 TURN_002_Q3

Section 6.1.2, page 118 states that, instead of undergrounding, “in certain
circumstances we may choose to overhead harden a circuit segment or
portion of a circuit segment because of feasibility constraints.” Please
identify and explain each and every criterion that PG&E would use to
determine that feasibility constraints have reached the point that PG&E
would choose overhead hardening over undergrounding and how PG&E
would decide, based on those criteria, that overhead hardening is the best
choice.

A Mireille Fall-Fry 4/7/2025 4/10/2025 N/A 6 Wildfire Mitigation Strategy Development 6.1.2

4 TURN 002 TURN_002 4 TURN_002_Q4

Section 6.1.3.1, page 129, states, “While undergrounding is PG&E’s
preferred solution for mitigating ignition risk in the highest risk areas, we
recognize that undergrounding takes longer to execute than overhead
hardening and is a more costly investment in the short term[,]” and
“Covered conductor can generally be installed more quickly and costs less
than undergrounding, but it does not protect against tree strike risk or fully
address the reliability risk[,]” and concludes that “undergrounding, where
feasible, is the best alternative where tree strike risk is high.” This
conclusion does not address the information provided in Table 6.1.3-1 on
page 128. Please explain why the cost and timing of undergrounding,
which the table provides has a 98-99% average effectiveness, is preferred
to the combination of covered conductor, EPSS, and PSPS, which the
table provides has a 97% average effectiveness.

A Mireille Fall-Fry 4/7/2025 4/10/2025 N/A 6 Wildfire Mitigation Strategy Development 6.1.3.1

5 TURN 002 TURN_002 5 TURN_002_Q5
Regarding Table PG&E-6.1.3-1 on page 128, please provide the
supporting data on which the “Blended Average Effectiveness” values for
Rows 4, 5, and 6 are based.

A Mireille Fall-Fry 4/7/2025 4/10/2025 N/A 6 Wildfire Mitigation Strategy Development 6.1.3-1

6 TURN 002 TURN_002 6 TURN_002_Q6

Section 6.1.3.2, page 134, states: “Overhead system hardening combined
with operations mitigations EPSS and PSPS has a high-risk reduction
benefit that is roughly comparable to that of undergrounding without these
operational mitigations. PG&E continues to prefer undergrounding on
high-risk circuits where feasible for several reasons. Undergrounding is
permanent risk reduction that does not have the negative reliability
impacts from PSPS and EPSS. Underground facilities are less likely to be
damaged during winter storms by high winds and vegetation falling into
lines damaging the facilities or other contact with the lines from third
parties. Over time, undergrounding also has lower operations and
maintenance expenses.”
a. Please provide any studies or reports in PG&E’s possession that
compare the long-term or life cycle costs of undergrounding with
the costs of overhead hardening combined with EPSS and PSPS.
b. Please provide any studies or reports in PG&E’s possession that
compare the long-term or life cycle costs of undergrounding with
the costs of overhead hardening combined with EPSS, PSPS, and
remote grids to reduce the reliability impacts of EPSS and PSPS.
c. Please provide any studies or reports in PG&E’s possession that
compare the operations and maintenance expenses of
undergrounding with overhead hardening.
d. Please provide any studies or reports in PG&E’s possession that
compare the operations and maintenance expenses of
undergrounding with overhead hardening, combined with EPSS
and PSPS.
e. Please provide any studies or reports in PG&E’s possession that
compare the reliability (e.g., SAIDI, SAIFI, CAIDI, etc.) of
undergrounded vs. overhead hardened facilities.
f. Please provide any studies or reports in PG&E’s possession that
compare the reliability (e.g., SAIDI, SAIFI, CAIDI, etc.) of
undergrounded vs. overhead hardened facilities – not including the

A Mireille Fall-Fry 4/7/2025 4/10/2025 N/A 6 Wildfire Mitigation Strategy Development 6.1.3.2

7 TURN 002 TURN_002 7 TURN_002_Q7

The microgrids discussed in 8.2.7 are said to not impact reliability because
they are not dependent on upstream lines. Do they increase reliability in
areas where they have been installed and can they be deployed in
conjunction with other hardening mitigations to minimize reliability
concerns?

A Mireille Fall-Fry 4/7/2025 4/10/2025 N/A 8 Grid Design, Operations, Maintenance 8.2.7

8 TURN 002 TURN_002 8 TURN_002_Q8

Section 7, page 170, states that “during the July 2, 2024[,] PSPS event, we
were able to reduce the event duration for some customers by temporarily
re-energizing a line that serves a portion of the impacted customers[,]” and
“[w]e may offer temporary re-energization during future PSPS events
where conditions allow.” What conditions are necessary to replicate partial
or temporary re-energization during PSPS events?

A Mireille Fall-Fry 4/7/2025 4/10/2025 N/A 7 Public Safety Power Shutoff 7

9 TURN 002 TURN_002 9 TURN_002_Q9 Please fill in the values in the following table (all units are miles): A Mireille Fall-Fry 4/7/2025 4/10/2025 N/A 8 Grid Design, Operations, Maintenance 8.2.2

10 TURN 002 TURN_002 10 TURN_002_Q10

Please provide a narrative explanation of the decision tree shown in figure
8.2.1-2, including any criteria that PG&E intends to use to determine if
conditions in the decision tree are met.
a. Figure 8.2.1-2 appears to indicate that UG is preferred when CBR
> 1 and within 50% of the OH + EPSS CBR and UG NB > OH
NB. Please explain the basis for the figure of 50%.
b. It appears that the decision tree begins with UG as the default
option and only moves to alternatives when certain criteria are not
met. Why doesn’t PG&E begin with the more cost-effective
hybrid approach and move to UG when absolutely necessary?
c. Please explain the tree strike scores and how they are determined?
Why is a score of 6+ significant?
d. Please identify and explain and each and every criterion that is
considered in determining “Are there Egress/Ingress concerns
expressed by PSS team? Please provide a narrative explanation of
the types of concerns and how they impact risk.
e. Please provide a narrative explanation of the PSPS polygon and the
effect on CPZ.
f. At any point in the decision tree, are the hybrid project CBRs
recalculated based on different permutations/combinations?

A Mireille Fall-Fry 4/7/2025 4/10/2025 N/A 8 Grid Design, Operations, Maintenance 8.2.1-2

11 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 1 OEIS_001_Q1

Regarding Vegetation Management QA and QC Units
On page 410 of its 2026-2028 WMP, PG&E lists “inspections” as the “Population size/Sample Unit” for VM-08D, VM-
08T, VM-22D, and VM-22T. However, in the “Sample Size” column, PG&E uses a different unit, listing the number of 
miles (VM-08D, VM-08T, and VM-22T) and spans (VM-22D), that it will audit.
a. Define what constitutes an “inspection” unit.
b. Clarify whether PG&E is auditing all work performed and not performed along the length of the sample spans/miles, 
or discrete documented “inspections” within those spans/miles.
c. If PG&E audits discrete inspections rather than the entire length of a span/mile, reproduce Table 9-6 “Vegetation 
Management QA and QC Activity” with:
i. An estimated total number of inspections it could potentially audit under the 2026, 2027, and 2028 “Population Size” 
columns.
ii. An estimated number of inspections PG&E plans to audit under the 2026, 2027, and 2028 “Sample Size” columns.
d. For VM-22T units, PG&E lists “miles” in “Population Size” column, “spans” in “Sample Size,” and “Inspections” in 
the “Population/Sample Unit.” Clarify the unit used for VM-22T.

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 9 Vegetation Management & Inspections 9.11

12 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 2 OEIS_001_Q2

Regarding Vegetation Management QA and QC Outside the HFTD
On page 410 of its 2026-2028 WMP, PG&E specifies that 100% of QA/QC samples are from locations within the 
HFTD.
a. Does PG&E perform QA/QC in its HFRA?
i. If yes, describe its QA/QC program in its HFRA.
ii. If not, why does it not extend its QA/QC program to its HFRA?
b. Does PG&E perform QA/QC in non-HFTD areas?
i. If yes, describe its QA/QC program in non-HFTD areas.
ii. If not, why does it not extend its QA/QC program to non-HFTD areas?

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 9 Vegetation Management & Inspections 9.11

13 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 3 OEIS_001_Q3

Regarding Vegetation Management QA and QC Target Pass Rates
On page 410 of its 2026-2028 WMP, PG&E sets a target pass rate for Vegetation Management Quality Assurance 
(VMQA) of 97%. On page 411, PG&E writes that VMQA has a “99% estimated level of compliance.”
a. How does PG&E use the “estimated level of compliance” in its operations?
b. Explain why the estimated level of compliance differs from the target pass rate.

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 9 Vegetation Management & Inspections 9.11

14 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 4 OEIS_001_Q4

Regarding Vegetation Management Field Quality Contro
On page 415 of its 2026-2028 WMP, PG&E states that it discontinued its Field Quality Control (FQC) because it is 
redundant to “ongoing knowledge checks.”
a. Describe the similarities and differences between FQC and “ongoing knowledge checks.”
b. List the redundancies between FQC and “ongoing knowledge checks.”
c. For non-redundant aspects:
i. Explain whether and how PG&E accounts for these aspects in other ways (e.g., other QA/QC programs).
ii. If PG&E does not account for these aspects in other ways, explain why PG&E discontinued

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 9 Vegetation Management & Inspections 9.11

15 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 5 OEIS_001_Q5

Regarding Vegetation Management Field Reviews
On page 411 of its 2026-2028 WMP, PG&E describes its Vegetation Management Quality Control (VMQC) program. 
PG&E states that it “performs field reviews after VM Operations has completed their inspections and/or tree work to 
verify the applicable procedural scope has been met.”
a. Does PG&E’s record keeping system distinguish between field reviews of inspections and field reviews of tree 
work?
i. If yes, list the sample size for distribution (VM-22D) and transmission (VM-22T) of:
A. Inspection quality control field reviews;
B. Tree work quality control field reviews.
ii. Explain why PG&E aggregates quality control of two activities, inspections and tree work, into one target (e.g., VM-
22D in Table 9-6, page 410).

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 9 Vegetation Management & Inspections 9.11

16 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 6 OEIS_001_Q6

Regarding Vegetation Management Work Orders
On page 417 of its 2026-2028 Base WMP, PG&E lists past-due work orders in Table 9-7 and 9-8 and notes that 
“constrained units are excluded” from both tables.
a. Provide Tables 9-7 and 9-8 including constrained work orders.
b. List the number of past due work orders constrained by the followed categories:
i. Biological and Cultural
ii. Customer
iii. Encroachment Permit
iv. Environmental Permit
v. Operational
c. For Encroachment and Environmental Permit constraints, list the number of past due work orders by the permit 
needed to remedy the constraint.

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 9 Vegetation Management & Inspections 9.12

17 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 7 OEIS_001_Q7

Regarding Vegetation Management Training and Retention
On pages 422-423 in its 2026-2028 Base WMP, PG&E describes “formal courses (instructor-led and web-based) 
and on-the-job training” in describing vegetation management personnel training.
a. Describe how PG&E invests in the career advancement of its vegetation management personnel.
b. Describe PG&E’s efforts to retain vegetation management personnel.

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 9 Vegetation Management & Inspections 9.13

Link to Discovery Responses: https://www.pge.com/en/outages-and-safety/safety/community-wildfire-safety-program.html

#Internal



18 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 8 OEIS_001_Q8

Regarding PG&E-23B-18. Improving Vegetation Management Inspector Qualifications
a. On page 590 of its 2026-2028 WMP, PG&E discusses how it will improve the qualifications and training of VM 
inspectors. PG&E writes that it has “implemented a process of profiling training courses within the VM organization 
based on personnel role and internal employee or contractor status.”
i. Describe the “profiling” process.
ii. Define "profiling" in the context of "profiling training courses.”

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 9 Vegetation Management & Inspections 9.13

19 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 9 OEIS_001_Q9

Regarding Distribution Routine Patrol Program
On page 363, PG&E’s WMP states “PG&E is in the process of evaluating which component(s) of the [Focused Tree 
Inspection (FTI)] and [Tree Removal Inventory (TRI)] scope will be incorporated into the Distribution Routine Patrol 
Program. This analysis will be based on findings from efficacy studies planned to be performed in 2025. PG&E will 
incorporate VMOM into activities described in [Activities Based on Weather Conditions].”
a. Does PG&E have specific, measurable, achievable, relevant, and time-bound (SMART) targets for evaluating which 
component(s) of the FTI and TRI scope will be incorporated into the Distribution Routine Patrol Program, the efficacy 
study, and incorporating VMOM into Activities Based on Weather Conditions?
i. If so, provide those SMART targets.
ii. If not, explain why PG&E does not have SMART targets for its plan to consolidate its vegetation inspection 
programs for distribution circuits in the HFTD.
b. Provide the procedures for these efficacy studies.
c. When does PG&E expect to determine which components of the FTI and TRI scope will be incorporated into the 
Distribution Routine Patrol Program?
d. When does PG&E expect its new Distribution Routine Patrol Program procedure that

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 9 Vegetation Management & Inspections 9.2.1

20 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 10 OEIS_001_Q10

Regarding Pruning and Removal
On page 377, PG&E’s WMP states “PG&E is examining work prioritization categories beyond the P1, P2, and 
Routine designation.” For this examination:
a. Provide examination criteria.
b. Provide descriptions of work prioritization categories under examination.
c. Provide a description of the parts of the service territory these new designations will apply to including the reason 
these parts of the service territory would benefit from additional prioritization categories.
d. Provide a schedule for and anticipated completion date of this examination.
e. Provide an anticipated effective date of the new prioritization category scheme (i.e., when the prioritization scheme 
will be used by personnel in the field).

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 9 Vegetation Management & Inspections 9.3

21 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 11 OEIS_001_Q11

Regarding Enterprise System Qualitative Targets
On pages 535-536 of its WMP, PG&E provides qualitative target ES-01.
a. Provide the current data quality, profiling, and monitoring practices used for VM data.
b. Provide the data quality, profiling, and monitoring practices planned for use under ES-01.
c. List the datasets that have been identified as critical for VM execution

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 12 Enterprise Systems 12.2

22 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 12 OEIS_001_Q12

Regarding PG&E-25U-08. Reinspection of Trees in Tree Removal Inventory
On page 582 of its WMP, PG&E provides a response to PG&E-25U-08 indicating “In late 2024, PG&E began 
planning a pilot to re-evaluate trees listed for work within Shasta County.”
a. Provide pilot study procedure(s).
b. Provide pilot schedule.
c. Provide any study results.

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 9 Vegetation Management & Inspections 9.2.1

23 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 13 OEIS_001_Q13

Regarding Wood and Slash Management Tracking
Section 9.5.3 of PG&E's 2026-2028 WMP states that "Debris management is completed in coordination with tree 
work across PG&E's service area…Wood management that is conducted in response to a customer request is 
typically completed within 90 days of tree work project completion across PG&E's service area, unless affected by 
weather, field conditions, or other constraints" (p. 381).
a. Does PG&E document and track the management of slash and woody debris that is a byproduct of VM work?
i. If yes:
A. Describe the documentation and record keeping methods used.
B. List the data fields that are recorded as part of the wood and slash debris management tracking process.
ii. If no, explain:
A. How PG&E assures wood and slash management is completed in all VM treatment areas according to the Utility 
Standard, TD-7116S and Utility Procedure, TD-7116P-01.
B. How PG&E plans to integrate wood and slash debris management tracking into internal procedures similar to 
tracking the completion of other VM orders.

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 9 Vegetation Management & Inspections 9.5

24 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 14 OEIS_001_Q14

Regarding Wood and Slash Management Impacts on Wildfire Risk
PG&E-23B-16, Updating Wood Management Procedure, requires an updated Wood Management Procedure that 
“[c]onsiders the wildfire risk related to accumulated fuels generated by PG&E’s vegetation management activities." 
On page 586 of its WMP, PG&E states that updates to Utility Standard, TD-7116S and Utility Procedure, TD-7116P-
01 include “alignment to industry practices related to accumulated fuels generated by VM activities.
a. Clarify what industry practices PG&E is referring to.
b. Explain how wildfire risk related to accumulated fuels generated by PG&E’s vegetation management activities is 
considered in Utility Standard, TD-7116S and Utility Procedure, TD-7116P-01.

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 9 Vegetation Management & Inspections 9.5

25 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 15 OEIS_001_Q15

Regarding Wood and Slash Management Benchmarking
In response to PG&E-23B-16, Updating Wood Management Procedure, PG&E states that benchmarking meetings 
with SCE and SDG&E to discuss wood management began in 2023 (p. 586) and benchmarking is targeted to be 
complete by September 30, 2028 (p. 354). These discussions with SCE and SDG&E and a review of Liberty's 
procedure have "helped shape" the new Wood Management Standard and Procedure, though, "absent a consistent 
approach across utilities, [PG&E] aligned and updated our Standard and Procedure to reflect the common ground of 
PRC 4291" (p. 586). Future benchmarking meeting topics are expected to include consideration of whether each 
utility's respective wood management policy meet the required progress defined in the area for continued 
improvement (p. 587).
a. Explain why PG&E plans for the benchmarking effort spans over five years.
b. Describe common and uncommon practices between PG&E, SCE, and Liberty that have been identified during the 
benchmarking effort, explain how each uncommon practice was determined to be included or excluded from PG&E's 
updated Utility Standard, TD-7116S and Utility Procedure, TD-7116P-01.
c. Describe specific outcomes from the benchmarking effort and clarify how these outcomes relate to specific 
updates in the Utility Standard, TD-7116S and Utility Procedure, TD-7116P-01.
d. Compare PG&E's past wood management procedure (prior to benchmarking) to the updated wood management 
procedure and describe how the updates to the procedure meet the required progress of PG&E-23B-16.

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 9 Vegetation Management & Inspections 9.5

26 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 16 OEIS_001_Q16

Regarding Integrated Vegetation Management Reassessment and Treatment Timing
In Section 9.7.3 IVM Scheduling, PG&E states that, "For TIVM, previously worked ROWs are reassessed every 2-5 
years" (p. 386). The 2026-2028 WMP does not described how the need for retreatment of Transmission ROWs is 
determined. In contrast, PG&E’s 2023-2025 WMP provided threshold triggers for retreatment of vegetation, including 
"incompatible vegetation exceeding 3 ft. in height and/or when incompatible vegetation is greater than 50 percent 
ground coverage within the ROW" (p. 695).
a. Describe the rationale conducting reassessment inspection on a 2-5 year cycle and clarify what factors (e.g, 
species, growth rates, percent cover, height) were used to define this timeframe.
b. Clarify the threshold triggers PG&E will use to determine the need for retreatment of vegetation in transmission 
ROWs during the 2026-2028 WMP cycle.

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 9 Vegetation Management & Inspections 9.7.2

27 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 17 OEIS_001_Q17

Regarding Covered Conductor, Line Removal and Microgrids
On page 180 of its 2026-2028 Base WMP, PG&E states “[PG&E’s System Hardening GH-12] initiative includes 
overhead hardening mitigations, specifically covered conductor installation and line removal, including remote grids.”
a. Provide separate targets for the following initiatives in the same table format as Table 8-1.
i. Covered Conductor
ii. Line Removal
iii. Microgrids

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 8 Grid Design, Operations, Maintenance 8.2.1/8.2.9/8.2.7

28 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 18 OEIS_001_Q18

Regarding idle transmission power lines
a. How many circuit miles of idle transmission lines does PG&E have in the HFTD and HFRA?
i. Do any of these idle transmission lines run parallel, and in close proximity to energized transmission lines?
ii. Are any of these idle transmission lines planned for removal in 2026 to 2028?
A. If yes, provide targets for 2026, 2027, and 2028.
B. If no. explain:
1. Explain why removal is not planned.
2. Explain if any of these lines could become energized through induction.

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 8 Grid Design, Operations, Maintenance 8.2.9.1

29 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 19 OEIS_001_Q19

Regarding CC and Undergrounding in Fire Rebuild Areas
On page 186 of its WMP, PG&E states, “PG&E often refers to areas that have been impacted directly by wildfires 
within an HFTD as “Fire Rebuild” work. Work in areas impacted by wildfires outside of an HFTD area is referred to as 
“Community Rebuild” work.” Provide the targets for the “Overhead Hardening and Line Removal - Distribution (GH-
12)” and “System Hardening - Undergrounding (GH-04)” activities for 2026 to 2028 which are designated as “Fire 
Rebuild” or “Community Rebuild.” Provide your response in the table below.

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 8 Grid Design, Operations, Maintenance 8.2.1/8.2.2

30 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 20 OEIS_001_Q20

Regarding the CBR Calculation in Area for Continued Improvement PG&E-25U-04
In response to Area for Continued Improvement PG&E-25U-04, PG&E discusses the methodology used for its CBR 
calculation on page 572. The discussion does not include how PG&E calculated the “eyes-on-risk” achieved by a 
detailed aerial inspection vs. and aerial scan inspection.
a. Does PG&E assume that an aerial scan achieves the same eyes-on-risk as a detailed aerial inspection?
i. If yes, discuss how PG&E determined an aerial scan achieves the same eyes-on-risk as a detailed aerial inspection. 
This discussion must include a description of differences in the process and execution of aerial scans vs. aerial 
detailed inspections (i.e. photograph locations, equipment required to be photographed, photograph quantity per 
inspection, photograph clarity requirements, reviewer inspection checklists, etc.)
ii. If no, provide the following calculations:
A. The eyes-on-risk of a detailed aerial inspection on an asset in an area of extreme consequence and extreme 
wildfire risk.
1. The eyes on risk of an aerial scan inspection on the same asset.
B. The eyes-on-risk of a detailed aerial inspection on an asset in an area of severe consequence and severe wildfire 
risk.
1. The eyes on risk of an aerial scan inspection on the same asset.
C. The eyes-on-risk of a detailed aerial inspection on an asset in an area of high consequence and high wildfire risk.
1. The eyes on risk of an aerial scan inspection on the same asset.

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A ACI PG&E-25U-04 ACI PG&E-25U-04 ACI PG&E-25U-04

31 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 21 OEIS_001_Q21

Regarding Aerial Scan Inspections
On page 236 of its 2026-2028 Base WMP, PG&E states that aerial scan inspections will be implemented to get 
additional eyes-on-risk in the riskiest areas. PG&E states that the inspection will consist of a review of a “streamlined 
set of photos…tailored to enable the identification of the conditions…that post the highest wildfire risk.”
a. Provide a comprehensive list of the differences between aerial scan and aerial distribution detailed inspections (i.e. 
the number of photographs taken, the equipment photographed, the distance from camera to equipment being 
photographed, the number of photographs being reviewed, items on the reviewer’s inspection checklist, etc.). Provide 
documentation that supports this list of differences (job aids, inspection checklists, etc.)

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 8 Grid Design, Operations, Maintenance 8.3.8/8.3.14

32 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 22 OEIS_001_Q22

Regarding Real Time Sensors
On page 237 of its 2026-2028 Base WMP, PG&E states that it is piloting real time sensors that may collect data that 
in the future can be used in lieu of aerial scan inspections.
a. Provide a list of sensors that are being/will be piloted from 2026-2028.
b. For each sensor provide the following information
i. Manufacturer
ii. Model number/series
iii. Data the sensor records/transmits (voltage, current, power quality, temperature, vibration, etc.)
iv. Current phase of pilot (planning, execution, evaluation, scaling)
v. Estimated completion date of pilot evaluation phase

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 10 Situational Awareness and Forecasting 10.4/10.31

33 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 23 OEIS_001_Q23

Regarding Projected Risk Reduction
On page 147 of the 2026-2028 Base WMP, PG&E provides Figure 6-1: Projected Overall Service Territory Risk, 
showing the residual risk over time with resiliency mitigations and operational mitigations.
a. Provide similar versions of this figure showing the associated projected risk reduction for wildfire risk, PSPS risk, 
and PEDS risk over time.
b. From 2025 to 2028, PG&E shows a projected reduction in overall utility risk of approximately nine percent when 
only accounting for resiliency mitigations, but only a reduction of approximately one percent when accounting for 
operational mitigations and resiliency mitigations together.
i. Provide the actual projected residual risk percentages broken out by year from 2025 to 2028 for both only resiliency 
mitigations as well as resiliency and operational mitigations.
ii. Explain why there is nominal residual risk reduction when incorporating operational mitigation

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 6 Wildfire Mitigation Strategy Development 6.2.1.1

#Internal



34 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 24 OEIS_001_Q24

Regarding Extreme Weather Conditions
a. On page 87 of the 2026-2028 Base WMP, relating to vegetation, PG&E states that “For WFC, a set of worst 
weather days during historical fire seasons is used to develop fire simulations of potential ignitions given current fuel 
conditions.”
i. What timeframe is used for evaluating historical fire seasons?
ii. How does PG&E define “worst weather days”?
iii. How many “worst weather days” are included within the set used for WFC?
iv. Does PG&E use the same definition of “worst weather days” for weather and wind scenarios? If not, provide those 
definitions and the number of “worst weather days” within each set.
b. On page 90 of the 2026-2028 Base WMP, PG&E states that it “seeks to incorporate the potential impacts of more 
extreme conditions in future models.”
i. When does PG&E anticipate completing this evaluation?
ii. Which future model is PG&E planning on- first incorporating these more extreme conditions?
iii. When does PG&E anticipate operationalizing this model?
iv. Is Figure PG&E-5.3.2-1 (p.90) exhaustive of the various extreme risks being studied? If not, provide a list of 
considerations currently being studied by PG&E.
v. PG&E’s 2023-2025 WMP included Table 6-4: Example of Extreme Event Scenarios Under Consideration (p. 193), 
which was not included in PG&E’s 2026-2028 WMP. Provide a similar table showing the extreme event scenarios 
currently under consideration.
c. On page 88 of the 2026-2028 Base WMP, Table-5-2: Summary of Design Scenarios, PG&E lists the scenarios 
used for its various models. Provide a detailed description of how the design scenarios Wind Load 3, Wind Load 4, 
and Vegetation 3 align and/or differ with extreme weather scenarios, as discussed in Section 5.3.2 Extreme-
Event/High Uncertainty Scenarios.
d. On page 46 of the 2026-2028 Base WMP, PG&E states that “in terms of risk modeling, this strategy entails paying 
special attention to tail risk—the low frequency, high consequence events” when discussing Cost-Benefit Analysis. 
Provide a detailed description of how the evaluation of these low frequency, high consequence events align and/or 
differ with extreme weather scenarios, as discussed in Section 5.3.2 Extreme-Event/High Uncertainty Scenarios.
e. PG&E references fragility curves, shown in Figure PG&E-5.2.2.1-1, capturing Wind Load 1, 2, 3, and 4 conditions 
for its WTRM Planning Model.
i. Provide a detailed description of how PG&E is evaluating the use of fragility curves to perform similar risk analysis 
for its distribution-level models.
ii. If PG&E is not currently pursuing efforts to incorporate evaluations of impacts from conditions similar to Wind 

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 5 Risk Methodology & Assessment 5.3

35 OEIS 001 OEIS_001 25 OEIS_001_Q25

Regarding Suppression and Egress Impacts
On page 56 of the 2026-2028 Base WMP, PG&E provides Figure PG&E-5.2.1-1: WFC v4 Components, which 
shows consequence value adjustment steps for suppression access and egress.
a. Provide a detailed description of how the inclusion of suppression access impacts the overall WFC v4 base risk 
scores. Provide the percent change to the overall risk score when suppression access is incorporated, as well as a 
description of the impact to the ranking of highest risk circuits based on wildfire risk scores.
b. Provide a detailed description of how the inclusion of egress impacts the overall WFC v4 base risk scores. Provide 
the percent change to the overall risk score when egress is incorporated, as well as a description of the impact to the 
ranking of highest risk circuits based on wildfire risk scores.
c. PG&E shows TDI (terrain difficulty index) listed as the impacting value under suppression access. What other 
values, if any, are included to quantify the impact of suppression access?
d. PG&E shows AFN (access/function needs) listed as the impacting value under egress. What other values, if any, 
are included to quantify the impact of egress?
e. How has PG&E validated and verified the impact of including suppression access and egress into its WDRM? 
Provide any results of such validation, including a description

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 5 Risk Methodology & Assessment 5.2.1
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Regarding Community Vulnerability
In its 2023-2025 Base WMP (R8), PG&E provides the following key milestone as part of its risk assessment 
improvement plan, in Table 6-7 on page 221: “By the end of 2023, evaluate an approach to incorporate community 
vulnerability attributes (AFN, Economic disadvantaged zones, Critical Facilities) into the WFC Model.”
a. What were PG&E’s results of this evaluation?
b. PG&E discusses inclusion of vulnerable customer populations as part of its PSPS risk components (page 57 of 
the 2026-2028 Base WMP) and through the critical customer weightings (Table PG&E-5.2.2.2-2, page 69 of the 
2026-2028 Base WMP). Describe how these relate to the evaluation discussed in the key milestone identified in the 
2023-2025 Base WMP.
c. PG&E states that public egress impact considers vulnerability on page 67 of the 2026-2028 Base WMP. Describe 
how this relates to the evaluation discussed in the key milestone identified in the 2023-2025 Base WMP.
d. Provide a description of how PG&E integrated community vulnerability considerations into its wildfire and PSPS 
consequence models?
e. If PG&E is still undergoing this evaluation, what is PG&E’s timeline for integration into future models?

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 11 Emergency Preparedness, Collaboration, and 
Public Awareness 11.3.2/11.3.3
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Regarding Independent Review
a. Provide a copy of the E3 Review of PG&E’s Wildfire Risk Model Version 4, as referenced on page 105 of the 
2026-2028 Base WMP.
b. Provide PG&E’s plan and timeline to address the two areas for improvement listed on page 105 from that report.

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 5 Risk Methodology & Assessment 5.6.1/5.6.2
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Regarding PG&E’s Wildfire Transmission Risk Model (WTRM)
a. In Table 5-1: Risk Modeling Assumptions and Limitations, page 79 of the 2026-2028 Base WMP, PG&E states 
that it identified 47 components divided into nine asset groups.
i. Provide a list of these 47 components and associated asset groupings for each component.
ii. Figure PG&E-5.2-3: Wildfire Transmission Risk Analysis Framework only shows eight probability models relating to 
assets. How do these eight models relate to the nine asset groups?
iii. What asset types, if any, are not captured through this analysis and grouping? How is PG&E working to evaluate 
the risk associated with these other asset types?

Nathan Poon 4/8/2025 4/11/2025 N/A 5 Risk Methodology & Assessment 5.2/5.5

Pre Discovery 01 TURN 001 TURN_001 1 TURN_001_Q1
Please provide a contemporaneous copy of the pre-submission, and all
supporting materials, submitted to the Office of Energy Infrastructure
Safety on March 7, 2025.

PG&E objects to this request because the requested information is confidential.
Additionally, the document that TURN is seeking is an unfinished draft and will not
facilitate TURN’s ability to make an informed public comment. Furthermore, this request
improperly seeks to conduct discovery outside of the Wildfire Mitigation Plan (WMP)
review period, which begins for PG&E on April 4, 2025. See Energy Safety Policy
Division Guidelines, dated February 24, 2025, at page 7.
We will be happy to provide TURN with its 2026-2028 WMP on April 4, 2025, when it is
finalized. Additionally, if TURN would like to meet and confer on this issue, please do
not hesitate to reach out.

A Mireille Fall-Fry 2/24/2025 3/7/2025 2/28/2025 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Pre Discovery 02 TURN 001 TURN_001 1(s) TURN_001_Q1(s)
Please provide a contemporaneous copy of the pre-submission, and all
supporting materials, submitted to the Office of Energy Infrastructure
Safety on March 7, 2025.

Pursuant to PG&E’s agreement with TURN and the Non-Disclosure Agreement
executed on March 7, 2025, and notwithstanding or waiving our objections, please see 
“WMP-Discovery2026-2028_DR_TURN_001-Q001Supp01Atch01CONF.zip,” for our 
Wildfire Mitigation Plan (WMP) pre-submission that was provided to Energy Safety. 
Please note that this is not our final WMP submission and may be subject to revisions 
before the final WMP is submitted on April 4, 2025. Please note that this is not our final 
WMP submission and may be subject to revision before the final WMP is submitted on 
April 4, 2025. 
Please note that we have designated this entire submission as confidential to align with 

�Energy Safety’s pre-submission process and guidelines which stipulate that the pre submission documents are only for 
Energy Safety’s use in performing a pre-submission 
check and not for performing a substantive review of WMP content.

A Mireille Fall-Fry 2/24/2025 3/7/2025 3/7/2025 1 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Pre Discovery 04 CALPA Set WMP-01 CALPA_Set WMP-01 1 CALPA_Set WMP-01_Q1

Please provide a copy of each WMP-related document, submission, or report you submit to the
Office of Energy Infrastructure Safety (Energy Safety) in 2026 that is related to your 2026-2028
WMP or WMP quarterly reports, unless the document is publicly available through Energy Safety’s
dockets. This request is limited to materials, data files, geodatabases, and documents that are
provided to Energy Safety to provide additional details or context concerning information or
statements in your WMP (and any subsequent revisions or change orders affecting your WMP).
Provide each document to Cal Advocates within one business day of the document’s submittal to
Energy Safety. (If you have submitted a document to Energy Safety prior to this data request,
please provide within 10 business days from the issuance of this data request.)

In addition to all general objections, PG&E specifically objects to this request on the 
grounds that it is unduly burdensome. PG&E further objects to this request as the 
information requested is vague, ambiguous, and overbroad. Lastly, PG&E objects to 
this request on the grounds that it seeks to impose a continuing response obligation on 
the responding party. Continuing discovery obligations are not permitted under 
California law. Biles v. Exxon Mobil Corp., 124 Cal.App.4th 1315, 1328 (2004); Code 
Civ. Proc. § 2030.060(g). Notwithstanding and without waiving these objections, PG&E 
responds as follows.
We will do our best to provide the requested information within the requested timeframe, 
or as soon as possible thereafter. However, please note that due to the timing and 
voluminous nature of our submissions to Energy Safety, it may not always be possible
to provide the information sought within the requested timeframe. In these instances, we 
will provide the requested information as soon as it is reasonably possible.
Additionally, with the exception of confidential and spatial data, please note that we post 
our WMP-related submissions on our website, www.pge.com/wildfiremitigationplan, on 
the same business day that the documents are provided to Energy Safety.
WMP-Discovery2026-2028_DR_CalAdvocates_001-Q001 Page 2
Lastly, PG&E objects to the portion of this request that instructs the following: “[i]f you 
have submitted a document to Energy Safety prior to this data request, please provide 
within 10 business days from the issuance of this data request.” This request is vague, 
ambiguous, overbroad, and unduly burdensome. This request is not limited in time or 
scope and requests every single document provided by PG&E to Energy Safety

Holly Wehrman 3/5/2025 3/10/2025 3/10/2025 0 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Pre Discovery 05 CALPA Set WMP-01 CALPA_Set WMP-01 2 CALPA_Set WMP-01_Q2 Please provide a copy of your WMP pre-submission within three business days of its submission to
Energy Safety.

Please see “WMP-Discovery2026-2028_DR_CalAdvocates_001-
Q002Atch01CONF.zip” for our Wildfire Mitigation Plan (WMP) pre-submission to Energy 
Safety. Please note, that this is not our final WMP submission and may be subject to 
revision before the final WMP is submitted in April 2025. 
Please note, we have designated this entire submission as confidential to align with 

�Energy Safety’s pre-submission process and guidelines which stipulate that the pre submission documents are not to be 
made public. 

Holly Wehrman 3/5/2025 3/10/2025 3/10/2025 N/A N/A N/A N/A

Pre Discovery 06 MGRA 001 MGRA_001 1 MGRA_001_Q1 Please provide for Asset Point data for Camera, Fuse, Support Structure, and
Weather Station. Joseph Mitchell 3/17/2025 4/25/2025 N/A N/A GIS N/A

Pre Discovery 07 MGRA 001 MGRA_001 2 MGRA_001_Q2 Provide Asset Line data for Transmission Line (as permitted as non-confidential),
Primary Distribution Line, and Secondary Distribution Line Joseph Mitchell 3/17/2025 4/25/2025 N/A N/A GIS N/A

Pre Discovery 08 MGRA 001 MGRA_001 3 MGRA_001_Q3
Provide PSPS Event data. Include Event Log, Event Line, Event Polygon data.
Please exclude customer meter data. Provide all PSPS Event Asset Damage data.
Data should include time, duration

Joseph Mitchell 3/17/2025 4/25/2025 N/A N/A GIS N/A

Pre Discovery 09 MGRA 001 MGRA_001 4 MGRA_001_Q4

Provide Risk Event Point data, including Wire Down, Ignition, Transmission
unplanned outage (as classified non-confidential), Distribution Unplanned Outage
data, Distribution Vegetation Caused Unplanned Outage, Risk Event Asset Log.
Attributes should include location, time, and cause information

Joseph Mitchell 3/17/2025 4/25/2025 N/A N/A GIS N/A

Pre Discovery 10 MGRA 001 MGRA_001 5 MGRA_001_Q5
Under Initiatives, please provide Grid Hardening data, including Hardening Log,
Hardening Point, and Hardening Line data. Inspection data is not requested at this
time.

Joseph Mitchell 3/17/2025 4/25/2025 N/A N/A GIS N/A

Pre Discovery 11 MGRA 001 MGRA_001 6 MGRA_001_Q6 Under Other Required Data, please provide Red Flag Warning Day polygon data
including dates and duration Joseph Mitchell 3/17/2025 4/25/2025 N/A N/A GIS N/A

Pre Discovery 12 MGRA 001 MGRA_001 7 MGRA_001_Q7

Please provide a layer indicating calculated circuit-level risk using the
methodology presented in the WMP.
a. If independent probability and consequence layers exist, please provide these
independently as well.

Joseph Mitchell 3/17/2025 4/25/2025 N/A N/A GIS N/A

Pre Discovery 13 MGRA 001 MGRA_001 8 MGRA_001_Q8

If PG&E maintains that providing specific data in response to the above requests
would violate confidentiality as it has asserted it please provide a justification for
each of the asserted violations. Likewise, if requested data cannot be provided for
other reasons please provide justifications. Please expedite response to this data
request to the extent required by applicable OEIS process documents.

Joseph Mitchell 3/17/2025 4/25/2025 N/A N/A GIS N/A

#Internal


