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Table 1 Discrepancies between fire start report and OSIRIS 

20161121PWA_06 

20170103PWA_01 

20161012PWA_05 

20161027PWA_03 

  Incidents listed in OSIRIS as fires on customer 

installations. Powercor determined that these fires 

involved its assets and were reportable. 

OSIRIS reports re-opened for Powercor to update. 

No impacts on f-factor validation process. 

20161230PWA_05 

20170418PWA_06 

  Incidents respectively listed in OSIRIS as no 

evidence of fire and melting only. 

Powercor advise that these are f-factor reportable 

fires and that OSIRIS reports need to be 

re-opened for Powercor to update. 

No impact on f-factor validation process. 

20160822PWA_04 

20160830PWA_02 

20161104PWA_01 

20170206PWA_03 

20170314PWA_05 

  Incidents listed in OSIRIS as fires, but not included 

in fire start report. 

Further review by Powercor identified that: 

▫ 20160822PWA_04 and 20160830PWA_02 are 

duplicates reports of the same incident. The 

fire was due to a fault on the customer 

installation and is therefore not reportable to 

the AER. 



▫ 20161104PWA_01 should have been included 

in the fire start report. 

▫ 20170206PWA_03 was reported but the wrong 

incident number was listed resulting in a 

duplicate entry against 20170201PWA_02. 

▫ 20170314PWA_05 was deemed by Powercor 

to not be reportable to the AER. See 

discussion provided below. 

The fire start report had to be amended for the 

entries above in orange. 

20161229PWA_01 

20170116PWA_01 

20170201PWA_02 

  The Powercor fire start report listed multiple entries 

for incident reports 20161229PWA_01 (entries 70 

and 71), 20170116PWA_01 (entries 89 and 109) 

and 20170201PWA_02 (entries 117 and 118). 

Further review by Powercor identified that: 

▫ 20161229PWA_01 resulted in two separate 

fires, each of which is reportable to the AER. 

▫ Entry 89 has the correct details for incident 

20170116PWA_01 

▫ Entry 109 hadn’t been reported to ESV and 

Powercor created a new incident report 

(20171102PWA_02) 

▫ Entry 117 has the correct details for incident 

20170201PWA_02. 

▫ Entry 118 incorrectly lists 20170201PWA_02 

as the incident number when it should have 

been 20170206PWA_03. 

This required the fire start records for the above 

incidents to be updated. 

20160711PWA_02 

20160715PWA_01 

20160718PWA_01 

20160803PWA_01 

20160815PWA_04 

20160818PWA_05 

20160819PWA_06 

20160831PWA_04 

20160923PWA_01 

20161108PWA_06 

20161122PWA_06 

20170213PWA_03 

20170629PWA_09 

  Incidents listed in OSIRIS as fires, but not included 

in fire start report. 

ESV review of incidents identified the faults were 

on customer installations and therefore not 

reportable to the AER. Even so, some OSIRIS 

reports record these as f-factor reportable. 

OSIRIS reports re-opened for Powercor to update. 

No impacts on f-factor validation process. 
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Table 2 Discrepancies in location and timing data 

Number of records 196 196 

Number of discrepancies 163 (83%) 10 (8%) 

Minimum discrepancy 8.0 m 1.0 min 

Maximum discrepancy 111,042 m 8,640 min (144 hrs) 

Average discrepancy 988.8 m 1,162.7 min 

Median discrepancy 108.8 m 231.5 min 
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Table 3 Discrepancies potentially material to calculation of the IRU amount 

20160914PWA_02 -36.14418 144.73357 
10/09/2016 

19:06 
-36.14408 144.73354 

10/09/2016 

19:06 

20161012PWA_05 -38.0765 144.36923 
6/10/2016 

20:05 
-38.07084 144.38968 

6/10/2016 

20:05 

20161021PWA_04 -38.3464 143.78383 
18/10/2016 

19:22 
-38.34665 143.78359 

18/10/2016 

19:22 

20161104PWA_01 -36.26715 145.4045 
2/11/2016 

14:18 
-36.26604 145.40399 

2/11/2016 

14:18 

20161104PWA_02 -36.31493 145.42074 
2/11/2016 

14:18 
-36.31442 145.42099 

2/11/2016 

14:18 

20161122PWA_05 -34.18382 142.12966 
18/11/2016 

9:56 
-34.17933 142.14128 

18/11/2016 

9:56 

20161128PWA_03 -36.73849 142.2015 
28/11/2016 

8:10 
-36.74071 142.20236 

28/11/2016 

8:10 

20161130PWA_02 -36.86595 143.80422 
11/11/2016 

23:58 
-35.86537 143.80373 

11/11/2016 

23:58 

20161206PWA_04 -34.29893 142.2209 
4/12/2016 

9:33 
-34.29917 142.22122 

4/12/2016 

9:33 

20161223PWA_02 -37.54736 144.23272 
18/12/2016 

13:30 
-37.51965 144.21849 

18/12/2016 

13:30 

20170103PWA_01 -38.21106 143.03974 
30/12/2016 

17:43 
-38.21267 143.04057 

30/12/2016 

17:43 

20170116PWA_02 -36.31106 143.974 
13/01/2017 

14:57 
-36.29998 143.97437 

13/01/2017 

14:57 

20170130PWA_02 -35.48419 143.66103 
27/01/2017 

22:39 
-35.46941 143.65576 

27/01/2017 

22:39 

20170201PWA_05 -38.39846 143.85294 
22/01/2017 

1:41 
-38.39324 143.84813 

22/01/2017 

1:41 

20170210PWA_01 -36.50789 145.31061 
27/01/2017 

6:27 
-36.50726 145.31085 

27/01/2017 

6:27 

20170221PWA_01 -37.82732 144.77876 
17/02/2017 

15:24 
-37.80444 144.75195 

17/02/2017 

15:24 

20170328PWA_06 -38.42865 143.57887 
27/03/2017 

10:48 
-38.4295 143.57784 

27/03/2017 

10:48 

20170412PWA_05 -38.40231 144.18583 
9/04/2017 

22:21 
-38.40524 144.18529 

9/04/2017 

22:21 

20170419PWA_03 -37.83207 144.79946 
18/04/2017 

16:12 
-37.83231 144.7992 

18/04/2017 

16:12 

20170504PWA_01 -38.25497 143.61215 
3/05/2017 

7:11 
-38.25328 143.61241 

3/05/2017 

7:11 
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Table 4 Fire Danger Rating and multipliers for incidents in Table 4  

cells in orange show where differences were found 

Amended due to error 

20170328PWA_06 
Low-

moderate 
0.2 4.6 High 0.5 4.6 

Amended due to incorrect source of ratings data 

20161104PWA_01 No forecast 0.1 0.2 
Low-

moderate 
0.2 0.2 

20161104PWA_02 No forecast 0.1 0.2 
Low-

moderate 
0.2 0.2 

20170504PWA_01 No forecast 0.1 4.6 
Low-

moderate 
0.2 4.6 

 

 

 

 



 



Table 5 Amendments to multipliers and IRU amounts 

cells in orange show where differences were found 

196 20161104PWA_01 0.1 0.2 0.02 0.2 0.2 0.04 

33 20161104PWA_02 0.1 0.2 0.02 0.2 0.2 0.04 

154 20170328PWA_06 0.2 4.6 0.92 0.5 4.6 2.3 

184 20170504PWA_01 0.1 4.6 0.46 0.2 4.6 0.92 

 

                                            



Table 6 Summary of findings 

Clause 6(3)(d) Request from AER The fire start report addressed the Powercor 

distribution system separately from other systems 

managed by the service provider. 

Clause 6(3)(e)(i) Comparative analysis —  

non-IRU factors 

There were four discrepancies between the 

assessment of the ESV fire start category made by 

Powercor and that made by ESV. There were also 

two discrepancies in the fire start types. 

Clause 6(3)(e)(ii) Comparative analysis —  

IRU-specific factors 

While there were a significant number of differences 

between the fire start report and OSIRIS data sets, 

there were only four discrepancies material to 

calculation of the total IRU amount. 

Clause 6(3)(e)(iii) Comparative analysis —  

non-IRU factors 

There were seven discrepancies between the fire 

start report and OSIRIS in relation to pole 

identification number. 

There were nine discrepancies between the fire start 

report and OSIRIS in relation to polyphase electric 

line identification number. 

These discrepancies were not material to the 

calculation of the total IRU amount. 

Clause 6(3)(e)(iv) Comparative analysis —  

non-IRU factors 

There was seven discrepancies between the fire 

start report and OSIRIS in relation to voltage of the 

line involved in the fire. 

These discrepancies were not material to the 

calculation of the total IRU amount. 

Clause 6(3)(e)(v) Verification of IRU amount The total IRU amount provided in the Powercor 

2016-2017 fire start report needs to be amended 

from 156.64 to 158.52. 

Clause 6(3)(f) Completeness assessment There was one fire included in the Powercor fire start 

report that was not reported to ESV. This oversight 

was corrected in the validation process. 

There were two fires reported to ESV that were not 

included in the Powercor fire start report (incident 

reports 20161104PWA_01 and 20170314PWA_05). 
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Table 7 Summary of findings 

Clause 6(3)(d) Request from AER The fire start report addresses the Powercor 

distribution system separately from other systems 

managed by the service provider. 

Clause 6(3)(e)(i) Comparative analysis —  

non-IRU factors 

There are no discrepancies between the assessment 

of the ESV fire start category and fire start type 

made by Powercor and that made by ESV. 

Clause 6(3)(e)(ii) Comparative analysis —  

IRU-specific factors 

While there are a significant number of differences 

between the fire start report and OSIRIS data sets, 

none of these discrepancies is material to calculation 

of the total IRU amount. 

Clause 6(3)(e)(iii) Comparative analysis —  

non-IRU factors 

There are no discrepancies between the fire start 

report and OSIRIS in relation to pole identification 

numbers or polyphase electric line identification 

numbers. 

Clause 6(3)(e)(iv) Comparative analysis —  

non-IRU factors 

There are no discrepancies between the fire start 

report and OSIRIS in relation to voltage of the line 

involved in the fire. 

Clause 6(3)(e)(v) Verification of IRU amount The total IRU amount of 158.72 provided in the final 

Powercor 2016-2017 fire start report is correct. 

Clause 6(3)(f) Completeness assessment Powercor has now reported all fires to ESV as the 

relevant entity. 


