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1. ADMINISTRATIVE

· Mr. Guy called the meeting to order at approximately 10:05 AM.   

· The group reviewed, modified and approved the June 14, 2007 PWG meeting minutes as drafted.  [Either “modified” or “as drafted” needs to be removed from the previous sentence.] The group discussed the action items from that meeting. 
2. OSC MEETING

· Mr. Wodyka gave an overview of the June 20th OSC meeting, which included discussions of special issues, including the FERC Order 890 Technical Conference.  FERC would like the NCTPC to expand to include a larger area.  Cost allocation principles were also addressed.  Yadkin participation in the PWG was touched on.  

· Ms. Kozlowski reported the status of the PWG’s efforts to the OSC.  Gave update on the 2007 study.  Discussed order 890 posting requirements for PWG.  
3. 2007 STUDY RESULTS AND SOLUTION DEVELOPMENT
PEC’s Results
· Group reviewed PEC results from screenings with potential solutions implemented.
· Mr. West discussed the operating procedures reviewed.  
ACTION ITEM:  Mr. West to determine what facilities these operating procedures are approved for and used on.  

ACTION ITEM:  Mr. West to investigate the possibility of obtaining an emergency rating for the Weatherspoon-Marion 115kV line.  

· How long do you assume the operator takes to open up the line?  What is the rating, emergency or continuous?  What are the thermal characteristics of the line going to be during the period of an overload?  PEC to get a time frame from their operators. 
ACTION ITEM:  PEC to investigate a possible emergency rating to address the 126% loading on Weatherspoon-Marion 115 kV Line.  [Isn’t this the same action item as the above?]
· Rockingham-West End Area reactor is in the 10 year plan on the West End-Cape Fear 230 kV line  to be in place in 2016.
ACTION ITEM:  PEC to address the sag on the Sutton Plant–Castle Hayne 230kV before the operators can respond with the Brunswick operating procedure.   PEC to define emergency operating procedure and the time it takes to back down the Brunswick unit.  
· PEC still researching tying the Brunswick units together and dropping Weatherspoon-Brunswick at Delco.
ACTION ITEM:  PEC may look at Erwin 500 kV solution as an alternative to the reactor at Rockingham–West End.  PEC is to also look at Bynum tap to resolve Rockingham–West End and Fayetteville-Fayetteville East overloads.

· Mr. Guy reviewed the 1200MW study results.

ACTION ITEM:  PEC to address line item #34 Fayetteville-Fayetteville East 230kV.

Duke’s 2007 Study Results
· Mr. Moss reviewed the Duke 2007 study results with group.

· From the base case, there is now an acceleration of the following 500/230 kV transformer banks:  McGuire by 1 year, Parkwood by 5 years, and Pleasant Garden by 3 years.

· Pleasant Garden is overloaded by 2016.
ACTION ITEM:  PEC to provide Duke with 2016 TRM case (HAR, BR).

· Duke to do cost analysis on Dooley line, which seemed to help the McGuire situation based on Mr. Moss’ initial study.  McGuire needs to be in service by 2016.  [Is Dooley a line or a new station between Wyncoff and Marshall?]
ACTION ITEM:  Duke and PEC to draft up document on loading issues
.

I believe this is a repeat of the action below where were are beginning to document our results for the 2007 report. I think we can delete this item.
ACTION ITEM:  Duke and PEC to develop operating procedures based on contingencies.  
I vaguely recall we discussed a description of operating procedures. Should not be a problem to put together ; I’m not sure we would include that detail our public report.
ACTION ITEM:  PWG to ask the OSC for guidance on whether the PWG should pursue studying no cost solutions (open up lines) to the overloads on the Yadkin system with Yadkin generation on and off line.  PEC needs to verify existing operating procedures prior to presenting the issue to the OSC.  

ACTION ITEM:  Duke and PEC to develop first draft of the major project listing (similar to Appendix B of the 2006 study report) and of the projects investigated for resource supply options studied (similar to Appendix D) for the 2007 study report.
· Mrs.  Kozlowski noted that by the August PWG meeting the group needs to have a really good start on the tables and summarizations to be prepared for the September TAG meeting.
· PEC has been looking at solutions Marion-Whiteville line.


· For now, study the base and then see what results it yields for the 1200MW.  ???
ACTION ITEM:  Duke to conduct baseline study with Steelberry upgrade, Fisher Line upgrade, and Dooley upgrade on the 1200MW Duke to PEC case.  PEC to provide Duke with idv files for Bynum and Erwin.
4. 2008 STUDY ASSUMPTIONS 
· Report on action items from June 14th PWG meeting.
· PEC to have a resource team member to discuss the loop flow issue data that backs up the TRM values used by PEC at the August PWG meeting.  Mr. Gaffney looking for a statistical analysis on load level??? vs. loop flow and what data is used to determine loop flow.  

ACTION ITEM: Mr. Wodyka to provide Mr. West with PJM loop flow documents.
· Discussed reclassifying common tower outages so that both companies treat double circuit towers as category “C” ratings.  If PEC decides to continue to rate double circuit towers as category “B”, PWG needs to back up the reasoning for the different ratings in writing.

ACTION ITEM:  PEC and Duke to write up how they treat double circuit tower contingencies and why and provide historical backup data.  Provide write up to OSC and decide whether PEC and Duke remain different or make adjustments to become consistent.
5. ORDER 890 PLANNING INFORMATION REQUIREMENTS
· Mrs. Kozlowski reviewed Order 890 planning information requirements and the PWG developed recommendations for the OSC as to whether Duke, Progress and/or NCTPC should be the responsible parties for meeting the various requirements.
.

ACTION ITEM:  Provide PWG recommendations to the OSC.    
6. OTHER ITEMS
· Mr. Guy gave an update on the status of Yadkin attending portions of the PWG meeting.
Mr. Guy adjourned meeting at approximately 3:15 PM.
�Can anybody add some detail to these 2 action items because they’re unclear to me?


�Maybe we should keep language more like what was originally here.  The NCTPC can develop procedures/documents that can be pointed to, but is it appropriate to call the NCTPC the “responsible party” for complying with the Order?





