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SUBJECT: RISK MODELING

QUESTION 07

In Table PG&E-4.2-2; WILDFIRE RISK DRIVERS, the frequency of facility failures plus
object contact in the HFTD is 60, compared to 74 for vegetation contact. Frequency of
vegetation contact is 23% larger than the other two drivers. For the percentage of risk in
the HFTD, equipment failures plus object contact represents 36.6% of the risk, while
vegetation contact represents 59.3% of the risk. Frequency of vegetation contact is 62%
larger than the other two drivers combined. How does PG&E account for this
discrepancy?

ANSWER 07

PG&E notes that the statement in question, “Frequency of vegetation contact is 62%
larger than the other two drivers combined” is incorrect and corrected as “Risk of
vegetation contact is 62% larger than the other two drivers combined.”

Discrepancy in % frequency and % risk by drivers in Table PG&E-4.2-2 implies that the
Consequence of a Risk Event (CoRE) value are different by drivers of a risk event.
PG&E’s Bow Tie analysis that produced this table used different CORE values by circuit
segment as well as different Likelihood of Risk Event (LORE) values by each driver by
circuit segment. The circuit segment-level LORE and CoRE values were then
aggregated into the HFTD Distribution tranches in order to produce Table PG&E-4.2-2.
Percent frequency by drivers and percent risk by drivers at the HFTD level will not be
the same unless we have the same CoRE for all tranches in HFTD.
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