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PC Informal Data Request 28 

Testimony of Michael G. Wilding, Exh. MGW-1CT, at 4:17–18. - Why is the 
WRAP methodology appropriate to evaluate the resource adequacy of 
Washington? 

(a) Does PacifiCorp intend that Washington should carry its own resource
requirements?

(b) In Docket UE-230482, witness Wilding stated that PacifiCorp has operated its
system on an integrated basis since the merger of PacifiCorp and Utah Power
and Light Company (Rebuttal Testimony of Michael G. Wilding, Exh. MGW-
1Tr, at 3:4–14, in re Pet. of PacifiCorp PCAM Report, Docket UE-230482
(filed May 28, 2024) (hereinafter Pac PCAM Report)). Does PacifiCorp
intend to no longer operate “both BAAs on an integrated basis” (id., at 4:10–
11)?

Response to PC Informal Data Request 28 

The Western Resource Adequacy Program (WRAP) is a regional reliability 
planning and compliance program created in the West that is administered by the 
Western Power Pool (WPP). WRAP establishes a planning reserve margin (PRM) 
that is calculated based off a 1-in-10 loss of load event (LOLE) reliability metric 
that each program participant must meet to be compliant with the program and 
considered resource adequate. PacifiCorp, among others in the region1 have 
worked towards the goal of ensuring the Western Interconnect maintains resource 
adequacy as the industry faces the impending demand growth as discussed in the 
Western Electricity Coordinating Council’s Assessment of Large Load 
Interconnection Risks in the Western Interconnection2. 

(a) No, PacifiCorp will manage the systems’ resource needs on an integrated
basis, as done today, and does not intend for each state to have its own
resource requirements for resource adequacy.

(b) No, PacifiCorp will continue to operate its system on an integrated basis as
answered in part (a) of this data request.

1WRAP Participants: Arizona Public Service Company, Avista Corp, Bonneville Power Administration, Calpine Energy Solutions, 
PUD No. 1 of Chelan County, Clatskanie People’s Utility District, Eugene Water & Electric Board, PUD #2 of Grant County, Idaho 
Power, NorthWestern Energy, NV Energy, PacifiCorp, Portland General Electric Company, Powerex Corp., Public Service Company 
of New Mexico, Puget Sound Energy, Salt River Project Agricultural Improvement and Power District, Seattle City Light, Shell 
Energy North America, PUD No. 1 of Snohomish County, Tacoma Power, The Energy Authority, Inc. 
2https://www.wecc.org/sites/default/files/documents/products/2025/Report_WECC%20Large%20Loads%20Risk%20Assessment%20
4.pdf
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