

PWG Minutes

Toddville

10/20/05

Page 2 of 5



NC Transmission Planning Collaborative
Planning Working Group (PWG)

Meeting Minutes

October 20, 2005
Duke’s Toddville Operations Center
9:00AM - 3:00 PM Eastern
Attendees:
Bryan Guy, Chair




Progress Energy
Mark Byrd





Progress Energy

Lee Adams





Progress Energy
James Manning, Vice Chair



NCEMC

Charles Askey




EnerVision (Coops)

Frank Gaffney




R.W. Beck (EC)
Andrew Fusco




ElectriCities (by phone)
Bob Pierce





Duke Energy

Brian Moss





Duke Energy
Brandon Snyder




Duke Energy 

Rich Wodyka





Gestalt
1. ADMINISTRATIVE
Mr. Guy, Chair of the PWG, called meeting to order at approximately 9:20 AM.
Mr. Pierce provided an overview of the meeting facilities for the day.

Mr. Guy opened discussion of the 09/27/05 meeting minutes that included comments received. Mr. Gaffney added a correction to the name of the document that the OSC is developing which they have decided will be called the North Carolina  Transmission Planning Collaborative Process (“NCTPCP”). With this revision in Item #2 made the 09/27/05 meeting minutes were finalized and approved. 
The PWG revisited future meeting dates. Below is the revised PWG meeting calendar. 
	Date
	Time
	Location
	Host

	10/20/05
	9am-3pm
	Charlotte
	Duke

	11/18/05
	10am-3pm
	Raleigh
	ElectriCities

	12/13/05
	10am-3pm
	Aberdeen
	PEC

	01/18/06
	10am-3pm
	Charlotte
	Duke

	02/21/06
	10am-3pm
	Raleigh
	ElectriCities

	03/21/06
	10am-3pm
	Aberdeen
	PEC


Mr. Byrd has learned that Mr. Stryker will be officially retiring before the end of the year. Mr. Fusco stated that they may not necessarily replace this PWG vacancy from FPWC. Based on this, there was a short discussion that there may not be a need to meet in Aberdeen. It was stated that Greensboro may be a better location as a replacement, but no changes were made. 

2. STATUS OF WEBSITE
Mr. Wodyka stated that the website is coming along and is very close to completion. He has experienced some frustration due to the developer residing in Canada.  Mr. Wodyka will show the attendees a demo of the public and private sites during lunch. Mr. Guy and Mr. Snyder volunteered to assist Mr. Wodyka in testing the website next week. He will send information for both to test next week.
Mr. Wodyka has place holders for some documents on the private site and needs PWG minutes and handouts for posting. Mr. Wodyka pointed out that the OSC has decided to use a redacted version of their detailed minutes versus using meeting hi-lights. Mr. Pierce volunteered to redact the historical minutes for posting. Also need to post the transmission planning guideline documents provided by Duke and PEC. Mr. Guy shared the roster for posting. Modified 1) Mr. Askey’s entry to indicate “Enervision on behalf of NC Electric Cooperatives” and 2) remove Mr. Stryker.
3. OSC MEETINGS ON 09/21/05 AND 10/04/05 AND TAG MEETING ON 10/05/05
Mr. Wodyka stated that the turnout at the TAG meeting held at the NCUC offices was light (about 40 attending) but there was overall good feedback on the event. A NC Commissioner led the event with presentations from Mr. Norris and Mr. Byrd. A  SC Commissioner spoke briefly and gave the support of the SC Commission office. A representative from Calpine gave his support for the process looking forward to more detail as the process evolves. He asked that material be provided in advance of TAG meetings to allow for preparation and increased participation. Future meetings will not likely be held at the NCUC.
Mr. Wodyka provided an overview of OSC activity. The OSC’s last meetings focused on developing the NC Transmission Planning Collaborative Process document and preparation for the TAG meeting. The OSC has not yet reviewed the Implementation Schedule or the Reliability Assumptions Compare & Contrast but is expected to. Mr. Wodyka expects the OSC to provide the process document to the PWG for comments even if the OSC is not completely finished with their development.
4. COMPARE AND CONTRAST DOCUMENT
Mr. Guy provided the PWG a straw-man Compare & Contrast document of the long term request assessment assumptions developed by Duke and PEC.  The PWG will begin looking at this document and provide comments.

Mr. Pierce stated that Duke was performing similar comparisons associated with their merger which could possibly impact Duke’s current assumptions and evaluation criteria.

The PWG agreed to focus attention for this meeting on completing three items that the PWG needs OSC feedback on, they are the study scope, assumptions, and evaluation criteria.The OSC’s next meeting is November 2nd. These are to be approved by the OSC by November 5th prior to the PWG beginning reliability studies.
To improve the reliability Compare & Contrast document, the PWG decided to modify our agenda and move to the agenda item, "LSE Feedback of Compare & Contrast Document”. Mr. Gaffney provided the group a hard copy of the document titled “Constructive Feedback on Reliability Planning Criteria.pdf” that he emailed to the PWG on 10/19/05. The PWG discussed each of the 10 bullets. PEC will investigate if 1-hour ratings are available. PEC and Duke will make changes under “Cat C” regarding assessments of breaker failure scenarios. Mr. Gaffney believes that LOLP should not be used in TRM documentation. PEC and Duke will look into short circuit assumptions regarding the treatment of other generation in studies. 
PWG broke for lunch around 11:30 AM. Mr. Wodyka demonstrated the website.
The PWG resumed the meeting at approximately 12:30 PM. PWG agreed to discuss a revised schedule that combined PWG and OSC activities. Mr. Gaffney provided the document and with Mr. Fusco discussed it with the PWG.  The result was an advancement of some PWG activities. Mr. Fusco will provide an electronic copy of this schedule. 
Mr. Guy will send the Reliability Compare & Contrast document out for final comments after Duke and PEC modify it following this discussion. 
Next, the PWG brainstormed key points for a study scope document, they are:
· Year 2011 Summer & 2010/11 Winter as needed

· One model with Duke and PEC detailed models

· Each company build generation down cases & share

· Common contingency file

· Common monitor file

· Each company to run their own assessments using their own criteria assumptions as described in Compare & Contrast

· LSEs to provide resource dispatch order including generation down

· Agree on generation addition assumptions.

· All confirmed transmission additions are included

· Report out thermal loadings greater than 90%

· Develop and evaluate alternatives to address issues

· Determine solution, cost, and schedule
Mr. Guy will draft a scope and distribute by 10/24.

5. PEC TRANSMISSION
Mr. Byrd distributed a current list of PEC transmission projects similar to the information traditionally shared with NCEMC and NCEMPA annually. Mr. Byrd quickly reviewed most of the projects with the group. There was some discussion of the level of detail needed for 115 kV(100kV for Duke) transmission projects in this process.
Due to time limitations PEC was not able to provide the discussion on  the phase angle issue but will be prepared to do so at a later meeting.

The meeting was adjourned at approximately 3:00 PM.

ACTION LOG
PWG Meeting

10/20/05
Duke’s Toddville Operations Center

	#
	ACTION ITEMS
	ASSIGNED TO
	COMPLETE BY
	ACTION

STATUS

	1
	Provide final minutes from the 09/27/05 PWG meeting
	B. Guy
	10/25/05
	Complete

	2
	Finalize comments on reliability study scope document.
	All
	10/26/05
	

	3
	Test Website
	B. Guy, B. Snyder, R. Wodyka
	10/28/05
	

	4
	Final comments on revised Reliability Compare & Contrast
	All

	10/26/05
	

	6
	Final comments on combined PWG and OSC schedule to B. Guy
	All
	10/28/05
	

	7
	Review Long-term study assumptions Compare & Contrast
	All
	No date
	


11/17/05

11/17/05


