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1. ADMINISTRATIVE

· Mr. Guy called the meeting to order at approximately 10:00 AM.  Mr. Pierce provided an overview of the meeting facilities and logistics for the day.

· The group reviewed and approved the November 9, 2006 PWG meeting minutes.
· Outstanding action item from the November 9, 2006 PWG meeting:

ACTION ITEM:
PEC will provide a detailed inset of the Raleigh/Durham area of its system.
2. OSC MEETING REPORT
· A report on OSC meeting held on December 21, 2006 was given by those who had participated in the meeting.
3. PREPARATION FOR JANUARY 25, 2007 TAG MEETING
· Mr. Wodyka reported that the NCTPC has not received any input from the TAG to date on the Report on the 2006 Collaborative Transmission Plan.
· Mrs. Kozlowski reported who had registered to attend the TAG meeting to date.
· The group reviewed the TAG meeting agenda and the presentation on the 2006 Collaborative Transmission Plan.
ACTION ITEM:
Mr. Byrd, Mr. Guy, Mr. Wodyka and Mrs. Kozlowski to incorporate the modifications to the presentation suggested by the PWG and distribute the final draft of the presentation to the PWG and OSC on January 22, 2007.
4. 2007 STUDY SCOPE AND WORK PLAN

· The group reviewed the 2007 Study Scope and made no modifications to the document.  The group discussed the fact that Transmission Service Requests received or having a change of status after the 2007 study is started may impact the scope of the study.  The PWG will address this issue if it occurs.
· The group reviewed the 2007 work plan and suggested some modifications to the plan.

· The group agreed to provide the OSC a monthly status report to the OSC listing in bullet format accomplishments, work in progress, next steps and open issues. 
ACTION ITEM:
Mr. Wodyka will incorporate the modifications to the work plan suggested by the PWG.
5. COMPARISON OF PLANNING STUDY ASSUMPTIONS / CRITERIA / METHODOLOGY
· The group discussed recommended changes to be incorporated into the 2007 study process and changes that should be analyzed during 2007 for possible inclusion in future studies.  

· The group agreed to recommend to the OSC that no changes be made to the study assumptions / criteria / methodology.  

· The group agreed to investigate / provide education on the following items during this year’s study process as input to evaluate potential changes to the 2008 study assumptions:

· TRM:  PEC to provide more detail regarding how it calculates TRM.  Investigate using 15 minute ratings.

· Transformer emergency ratings:  Duke to educate group on how it determines such ratings. 

· The group also agreed on the following for the 2007 study:
· The NCTPC study will not specifically address NERC TPL standards requirements.  Both Duke and Progress will use individual company studies / processes to meet NERC TPL standards requirements.  
· Individual company studies will address stability and voltage stability issues.

· For the NCTPC study, line loading results for the 2016 cases will be extrapolated assuming line loading growth rates in order to estimate results for 2017.

· The study will use 2011/12 winter and 2015/2016 winter cases for analysis of Progress West.
ACTION ITEM:
For the next PWG meeting, the Participants will review and/or provide the following for 2012 summer and 2016 summer modeling: load forecasts, base case DNR assumptions, and dispatch order of DNRs.  Duke and Progress will provide starting interchange for 2012 summer and 2016 summer.   Also, each Participant will provide their resource supply options for 2016 summer.  

ACTION ITEM:
For the next PWG meeting, the group will be prepared to discuss and make recommendations regarding: (i) which upgrades from the 2006 Collaborative Transmission Plan will be included in the models for the 2007 study; and (ii) whether there is enough generation in 2012 and 2016; and if not, what assumptions should be made about modeling future or dummy generation. 

ACTION ITEM:
Policy questions for Mr. Guy to bring to the next OSC meeting.  1.  How should energy resources such as Yadkin or wind be dispatched is the 2007 study?  2.  How should systems that impact the NCTPC transmission such as Yadkin, with its hydro, and Santee Cooper, with its proposed coal generation, be handled? 

6. 1200 MW DUKE > PEC RESOURCE SUPPLY OPTION SCENARIO

· The group discussed which combinations of upgrades should be analyzed to complete the analysis of the 1200 MW Duke to PEC resource supply option scenario.

.
ACTION ITEM:
For the next PWG meeting, Duke and PEC to complete the analysis, provide results for the following potential solution sets and compare to the base case results and the 600 MW Duke to PEC resource supply option scenario results.


Option 1:  
Wake #3 transformer bank




Harris – Durham 230 kV





Buck – Asheboro 230 kV



Option 2:
Wake #3 transformer bank





Harris – Durham 230 kV




Pleasant Garden – Asheboro 230 kV

Option 3:
Wake #3 transformer bank





Parkwood – Durham 500 kV





Pleasant Garden – Asheboro 230 kV

ACTION ITEM:
For the next PWG meeting, Mr. Wodyka and Mrs. Kozlowski to prepare an outline for the 2006 supplemental report. 
7. OTHER ITEMS
· Mr. Fusco announced that he would be leaving the PWG and that Mr. Rick Anderson would be taking his place on the group.
· The meeting was adjourned at approximately 3:00 PM.
February 7, 2007
January 23, 2007
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