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Wildfire Mitigation Planning Background To synergize these efforts, we propose a six-step coordination process:

Wildfire Mitigation Plans (WMPs) are utility-prepared documents

identifying strategies and measures to mitigate risk, including:

« Capital improvements like undergrounding and pole and conductor
upgrades

* Operational improvements like vegetation management and
situational awareness

1. Utilize existing data to determine areas at greatest risk of weather driven and public safety
power shutoff events and apply synergistic treatment to them

2. Include fire safety audits in energy audits, and energy audits in fire safety audits

3. Highlight the wildfire mitigation impacts of appropriate load reduction measures in measure

WMPs are being prepared by all utility ownership types, including promotion activities

merchant facilities. Regular documentation of wildfire
mitigation through WMPs may become a new norm due to business
pressures.

4. Include wildfire health impacts in participant health impacts and resilience benefit calculations
in load reduction measures now

5. Monitor data for potential inclusion of benefits in environmental compliance costs, societal

Wildfire Mitigation Plan Requirements, by State _ _ _ o
; benefit, societal health calculations and measure life in the future

W Required for 6. Include load reduction measure-based damage mitigation practices such as building hardening,
(AZ, CA, HI, D, reduction of indoor air quality impacts, and PSPS durability in utility wildfire mitigation plans

(AZ, CA. HI, ID,
MT, NV, OR, TX,
UT, WA, WY)

B Optional for
Certain Utilities
(ND, SD)

B Optional for
Certain Utilities
(failed
legisiation)
(NM, OK)

This multistep process can increase the effectiveness of utility wildfire mitigation efforts while
increasing affordability by reducing electric use for participating customers.
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