
Wildfire Risk Governance Committee 

System Hardening Project Approvals 
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Primary Filter 

Pdmaty evaluation cdteda for 
e~aluated recommended    . 

alternattees include the RSE 

PSS preference based upon 
Ingress/egress and fire history 

Beeondary Filter _ 

Secohdary evaluation criteria to be 
considered when there is not 

clear delineation of altemattees in 
the pdmary filter 

Buppolting Detail 

Addlhbnal detefls which support the 
recommended alternattve 

~ 
~:= : 

~ LOW(O-5) MOD(6-14) HIGH(15+) 
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Project Scope Risk Reduced After Mitigation 

Project Scope Residual Risk Value 

Overall Miles Installed 

OH System Hardening Cost ($2,gM/risk-rnile mitigated} 

UG System Hardening Cost (~4,4M/risk-mile mitigated) 

Line Removal Cost ($O,106M/rJsk~mile mitigated) 

Total Capital Cost (AACE Class 5) 

Average O&M Cost (per year) 

NPV@ 6.8% discount rate 

~ N PV per unit of risk (RSE) 
Primary Filter PSS Preference (Ingresa./egresa,/fire history) 

Strike Tree Potential 

Ingress / Egress 
Secondary 

PSPS Mitigation (5 customers) 
Filter 

Execution tirneline (2021, 2022, 2022+) 

Other (Operational Considerations, 

Supposing Detail for Recommended Alternative (EDRS Link 2021 0~7 lq): 

4.99 

0.13 3.63 

$13,2M 

$212k 

Non-satisfactory 

Low Fall-In Tree Risk 

Non-satisfactory 

2021 

Moderate Fall-In Risk 

Moderate 

4S / 45 (0%) 

Ssgk 
(-$23,7M) 

Satisfactory 

Low Fall-In Tree Risk 

Satisfactory 

2022+ 

4.02 

4.02 

$9,0M 

~75k 

$1S.IM 
$122k 

(-$17M) 

Non-satisfactory 

Low Fall-In Tree Risk 

Non-satisfactory 

45 / 4S (0%) 
2022+ 

¯ Public Safety Specialist: Fuel types me consistent with moderate to heavy brush and mixed conifer, however ~he general area has been heavily fire scarod andthefire scar areas are intemBxed with a ~nificant 
amount of standing and down dead fuel 

¯ Strike TreePotentiah [05 to~al stake potential trees in die CPZ, Moderate (6 iS) tr~ stake potential. 
¯ Egress Consideratio~s= I~is projec~ crosses HWYTO near the Bucks Creek powerhouse and then parallels the highway for a r~ughly2 nBle stretch, and then runs along Ston~e ad parallelingthe Feather giver on 

thecahyon opposhe sideof Highway78. HWY¥O is a main thoroughfare for inB~essiggress for en~ergenw responders andtothe few reeldents wholiveinthat dir~mea;itisalsoa rnajor route for cornrnerce 
both by vehicleand railroad. If High way 7(3 was closed in this m ea it would make in~ress and egress difficu h if not impossible for respood~s and ddz~s and eron ornically be a substantial hE t~ ~mrnerce, Thin e 
are no alternative r~utes within the Feather River Canyon. 

’ PSP~ Mitigatiom No mitigation poten~l due~o limited s~ope ofthis hardening p~ oJect; no critiel/essential customers in thi~ segment Cannot achieve PSPS redu~ien dueto required overhead rooductor over 
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PENDING 

Request that these scoped projects are approved as is as all OH 
hardened facilities as determined by the Field Scoping Team. 

EDRS - 2021-03744 

Derision Framework Establish clear derision criteria for the WFRG make a 

derision upon system hardening mitigation alternatives 

proposed - COMPLETE 
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