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BACKGROUND TESTIMONY/EVIDENCE:
Pg. 85 (lines 9-14)

“Additionally, with this type of fire, and it was ignited by sparks, we're
not going to have one singular ignition point. We're going to have
multiples. | use an example that if you took a grinder to metal you get a
shower of sparks. It's going to be similar in nature.”

QUESTION 08

It is clear that the rust and neglect of the line caused a “shower of sparks.” What has
PG&E done to mitigate rust and corrosion on infrastructure that causes this shower
effect with multiple ignition sources?

ANSWER 08

The testimony cited was describing the fact that when a charged conductor fails and
there is arcing from the conductor to another conducting surface, this typically produces
a “shower” of sparks. There was no testimony -- and there is no evidence -- that either
“rust” or “neglect of the line” caused or increased the shower of sparks producing by
arcing — or that, had there been no “rust” or no “neglect,” the arcing of the line would
have resulted in fewer sparks.

Arcing (and, presumably, sparks) resulted from the separation of the jumper. As

discussed in the response to question 3, the risk of separation of similar jumper cables
has been mitigated.
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