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1.
ADMINISTRATIVE


Mr. Guy called the meeting to order at approximately 10:14   AM.  Mr. Pierce provided an overview of the meeting facilities and logistics for the day.


The group reviewed, modified by comments received and approved the March 14, 2007 PWG meeting minutes.  The group discussed the action items from that meeting.


Group discussed potential guests needing to attend future PWG meetings.

ACTION: PEC will post the March meeting minutes.

ACTION ITEM:  Mr. Wodyka will send the draft FERC “strawman” document that addresses the 9 principles of planning.

ACTION ITEM:  Mr. Byrd to draft a confidentiality/Standards of Conduct agreement to be used for guests who attend PWG meetings. Mr. Byrd will send to OSC and PWG. 

Update of 03/21/07 OSC MEETING


Mr. Anderson provided an overview of his input to the OSC meeting regarding Fayetteville.


Mr. Wodyka reported on March 21st OSC Meeting.


The OSC is meeting with Santee Cooper, Yadkin, and SCE&G on 04/13/07 to discuss the NCTPC.  FERC Order 890 is now requiring all transmission providers to be a part of a regional planning process.


The OSC approved the “Guidelines for Including LSE Resources in the NCTPC Base Case Planning Models” for PWG use.


OSC approved the 2007 Supplemental Report with revisions requested by Fayetteville PWC. 


OSC approved a public press release on the NCTPC process that has now been released and received positive feedback.


PWG reviewed the PWG Scope document again and added language for guests to attend “a portion of a PWG Meeting”. The revised scope document will be shared with the OSC for acceptance.

ACTION ITEM:  Mr. Guy will send the revised PWG Scope to Gestalt.


Group reviewed “Guidelines for Including LSE Resources in the NCTPC Base Case Planning Models”.  Group discussed scenarios to provide clarity regarding the process depicted in the flow chart going through each step.  Chart is to assist PWG to develop basecases with the most likely resource scenario. Revisions to the flow chart were noted.

ACTION ITEM:  Ms. Roeder will take comments on the flow chart document back to Mr. Fusco who will assist in revising. They will send back out to the PWG for comments.  


It was noted the process/flow chart does not substitute for OASIS requests but is for study assumptions. 


Group discussed the benefits of the PWG and how this meeting helps the members communicate the most current plans of each entity that impacts each other.

ACTION ITEM:  Mr. Guy to send current version of resource supply options to the PWG.

2.
TAG MEETING REPORT

ACTION:  PWG responsible for making and giving presentations due April 23rd, send out April 20 for review.


2006 Supplemental Report:  Ms. Kozlowski reviewed base slides of 2 PWG presentations. A member of PWG needs to give the presentation at April TAG Meeting.  Group discussed and made changes to presentation.  Ms. Kozlowski suggested additional slides for the two new projects to contain the detail provided on the projects presented in January.  Mr. Byrd suggested adding key point to slide to show our revised plan, new cost for Duke imports which costs less money and provides better results.  Show before and now numbers.  

ACTION ITEM:  Ms. Kozlowski to make adjustments to the presentation as discussed and send to group.  PEC to fill in the details slide for two new projects and send to PWG.


2007 Study Scope and Status:  Ms. Kozlowski reviewed PowerPoint slides and group discussed.  

ACTION ITEM:  Ms. Kozlowski and Ms. Roeder to work on the presentation.  Ms. Kozlowski to send presentations out to the PWG for comments back by Friday, April 13.

ACTION ITEM:  Mr. Guy to present the Supplemental Report at the TAG meeting.  Ms. Roeder to present 2007 Study Status at the TAG meeting.  Mr. Woydka or one of the attorneys to give FERC 890 report.

3.
2007 CASE DEVELOPMENT, TECHNICAL ANALYSIS AND RESULTS


Mr. Guy commented that screening results should be available by the end of April to meet the Work Plan and to have some results to share with the OSC at their next meeting.


Mr. Pierce provided preliminary thermal screening data to group, explained handout details and discussed.  Analysis of the Duke system for 2011 vs 2012 resulted in comparable results for the impacts with minor shifts to projects and are in line with last year’s study.  Analysis of 2012 vs 2016  showed similar results.

ACTION ITEM:  PEC to develop cases and preliminary results for TRM cases by next OSC meeting. 

ACTION ITEM: Duke to provide IDV to modify the base case for 2012 & 2016 that sends PEC the Duke TRM and modifies the PEC export to Duke for NCEMC by April 12th.

ACTION ITEM: PEC and Duke to send screening results for 2012 and 2016 by April 20th. 

ACTION ITEM: PWG Conference call on April 23rd to discuss screening results at 9:00am – 11:00am.

ACTION ITEM: Ms. Travison to send the PWG a Conference Call line


Mr. Guy reviewed the PEC Interchange Table for 2007 Base Cases.  


Reviewed RSO to be studied in 2016. Import and generation scenario will be run independently. The PWG may later determine that additional scenarios will be run that look at combinations of generation and imports.


Agreed that PEC and Duke will study generation scenarios at networked stations close to the requested area.


For RSOs PEC will reduce PEC generation.  Duke will reduce a SoCo import for the 150 MW generation scenarios but will reduce Duke generation for imports.

ACTION ITEMS: Mr. Guy will send revised Resource Supply Option out to PWG.

4.
2007 WORK PLAN


Group reviewed 2007 Work Plan Document.

ACTION ITEM:  PWG to look at this document and provide comments to Mr. Guy.

5.
DEVELOP ACTION PLAN TO EVALUATE  POTENTIAL CHANGES TO 2008 STUDY ASSUMPTIONS


Discuss at May meeting.

6.
OTHER ITEMS


Mr. Byrd discussed that two requests on OASIS have been withdrawn.  Facilities studies are complete on one request and will be posted. Mr. Byrd gave status on the requests in the queue and how it may affect the Fayetteville request.


Mr. Woydka commented that the new FERC process requires our group to provide status updates on these collaborative projects.    

Mr. Guy adjourned meeting at 3:07 PM
