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1. ADMINISTRATIVE

A. The OSC Chair called the meeting to order at 10:10 am.  

B. Meeting Highlights
i. The Committee reviewed the meeting highlights from the November 2, 2005 and December 9, 2005 OSC meetings.   Mr. Beam made a motion to approve the November 2, 2005 and December 9, 2005 highlights as written, and Mr. Byrd seconded the motion.  In a unanimous voice vote, the November 2, 2005 and December 9, 2005 meeting highlights were approved.  

2. RELIABILITY PLANNING DISCUSSION 
There was much discussion regarding the difference between the Duke and PEC methodologies for generation resources included in the base model.  Duke includes in their base case what is submitted by the LSEs in their 10 year load resource plan.  PEC includes Designated Network Resources in their 10 year base case and assumes roll-over of those resources with the current supplier.  It was agreed that there will be no changes in the 2006 planning methodologies; however, there will be additional study/discussion for potential changes for the 2007 process.
3. PLANNING CRITERIA AND ASSUMPTIONS DISCUSSION
There was discussion concerning the differences between CBM and TRM and how each is used in the southeast and throughout the remainder of the country.  According to Duke, NERC has defined reserve sharing, like the VACAR agreement, as TRM; however it is believed that other areas of the country use CBM for some reserve sharing requirements.  The difference appears to be based on how quickly reserves are required to be provided.
4. PROCESS DOCUMENT REVIEW 

(North Carolina Transmission Planning Collaborative Process - NCTPCP) 
Discussed and revised document.  Ms. Carney to revise and post on website as working document.  Ms. Carney will post due-date for comments when document is posted.
5. GESTALT
A. Set TAG meeting date for February 3, 2006 at the ElectriCities office
B. Reviewed and revised TAG meeting agenda and identified speakers
The meeting was adjourned at 2:05 pm
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