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Gestalt / Accenture
1. ADMINISTRATIVE
· Bob Beadle called the meeting to order at 10:10 AM.
· Mark Byrd announced that Bryan Guy has been assigned the new position of Regulatory Manager reporting to Sam Waters, and will not be involved with PWG activities after mid-January.
· The group reviewed December PWG meeting minutes and elected to resubmit a new draft of the minutes at the next meeting.
ACTION ITEM: Bryan Guy/Mark Byrd to rewrite December PWG meeting minutes.
2. OSC AND TAG MEETINGS
· Bob Beadle reviewed the PWG open action items. 
· Item 12: Mark Byrd reported this item essentially complete. PEC’s legal group has been contacted and Kim Jones will be visiting the Progress Energy control center. Mark stated that he believed that the congestion issue raised in the DOE report is more operational rather than planning, and is related to the quantity of TLRs and parallel flows due to non-firm transactions.

· Item 18: Mark Byrd reported that the switch limiting the Method-East Durham 230kV line to a 4-hour rating has been replaced, and that he was not aware of any other non-standard conductor limits. James Manning mentioned that there may be other cases related to special construction situations, but those would be short duration events.

· Item 19: Mark Byrd updated the PWG on PEC’s internal study, and indicated a mid-year timeframe on a presentation/report to the PWG. Bob Pierce commented that Duke’s transformer ratings are developed using an IEEE loss-of-life calculation based on the manufacturer’s data.

· Item 20: Mark Byrd announced that Progress Energy will make a presentation on the new process for modeling TRM at the next meeting. Denise Roeder asked if the data used in modeling the TRM examples could be made available.
· Item 35: Pam Kozlowski stated that the main point of the cost estimate action item is to document how the cost estimates were done for the 2007 report.
· Pam Kozlowski provided the PWG with an update on the December OSC meeting. Items discussed included:
· Execution of new NCTPC Participation Agreement (by next meeting);

· TAG meeting preparation;

· Order 890 discussion;

· PWG update on 2007 report and supplemental study;

· Preliminary discussion of 2008 study scope;

· Election of PWG officers;

· Web site clean-up.

3. 2007 STUDY REPORT AND APPENDICES

· Written comments on the 2007 report were requested at the December 2007 TAG meeting.  Pam Kozlowski reported that no written comments were received from the TAG.
· At the December TAG meeting, Kim Jones requested consideration of a footnote in the 2007 report to clarify the status of the generation listed in table 8 to clarify what was used for modeling purposes vs. what may/will actually be built to serve load. Bob Pierce suggested a footnote to indicate what is conceptual/fictional or in development in the table. After additional discussion, the PWG group agreed to draft wording stating “CPCN (Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity) has been granted for Cliffside Unit 6. All other generation additions listed in table 8 are placeholders for modeling purposes”. Pam will make the change and send the final report back out for approval by the OSC.
4. NEW QUEUE REQUESTS BY NCTPC PARTICIPANTS
· Bob Beadle mentioned the need for better communication of proposed projects in the collaborative, citing a few recent projects that were announced to the public without any notice to NCTPC members. PWG members discussed what point in the OASIS queue process it would be appropriate to discuss proposed projects in the PWG. Bob Pierce indicated that he had concerns about making sure that no information was disclosed about customers in the queue. Mark Byrd pointed out that the system impact study/facility study process needed to be fully resolved with the customer prior to any discussion with the PWG. Mark offered to discuss the impact of any queue request study that has been posted on OASIS on the results of study cases and model development.
5. SUPPLEMENTAL STUDY AND REPORT
· Mark Byrd reported that he expects to have screening results of the Progress West study for the next PWG meeting.
ACTION ITEM:  Joey West to compile screening results for the study.
ACTION ITEM:  Bob Beadle will set up a conference call for Wednesday, Jan 30th from 1:30pm to 3:30pm to discuss initial results (if available) and study coordination.
· Initial draft of the supplemental study report expected by early March, conference call and final draft anticipated by late March.

ACTION ITEM:  PEC to begin drafting report sections that will discuss the Richmond Combined Cycle addition and the Jacksonville Static VAR Compensator.

6. 2008 STUDY SCOPE

· Bob Beadle passed around copies of an energy flow case from the 2018 MISO/PJM/SPP/TVA Joint Coordinated System Plan reliability study for wind integration in the Midwest and a wind resource map for North Carolina, and mentioned that Ed Ernst of the OSC had requested consideration of including a wind model [or resource supply scenarios(s)] in the 2008 study scope. PWG attendees agreed that a wind model [or resource supply scenarios(s)] would be a good sensitivity case to include in the study runs for 2008. Bob Pierce suggested a study scope that would include meeting the RPS requirements with study cases modeling:

·  Full import from the midwest;

· 1000MW in the NC mountains;

· 500MW at the NC coast.
ACTION ITEM:  At January OSC meeting, Bob Beadle to request direction, particularly input from Participants’ Resource Planning groups, on the potential impact of the RPS wind generation requirement and what wind cases should be modeled by the PWG as a result.
· PWG members also discussed whether to include the impacts of large base-load units in the study scope for 2008. Bob Pierce indicated that the Duke studies for generation additions at Dan River and Lee have been completed and made public. Mark Byrd indicated that Progress Energy is still in study mode with the Harris Unit 2 request, and that a small presentation to discuss results with the PWG would be in order once the study has been posted.
· Bob Pierce reported that development of the TPL standard revisions has been slowing down, and suggested a sensitivity case to look at the impact of new TPL standards vs. a 2008 base case, including a potential cost impact. Any updated information available later this spring on what the final standards may include could be incorporated in the study.

7. 2008 WORK PLAN AND SCHEDULE
· PWG members reviewed the draft 2008 work plan and schedule. Pam Kozlowski agreed to update the work plan based on discussion of the Progress West import study schedule and send it back out for final review by the PWG.
ACTION ITEM: Review scope and work plan, provide any comments to Pam by Friday.
8. COST ESTIMATE ASSIGNMENT

ACTION ITEM: Mark Byrd agreed to provide a write-up on Progress Energy’s methodology for developing nominal costs, including a discussion of escalation assumptions, for the OSC.
9. OTHER ITEMS
Bob Beadle adjourned meeting at approximately 2:55 PM.
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