Industry Consultation Response Proforma

Frequency Changes during Large Disturbances and their Impact on the Total System
Industry parties are invited to respond to this consultation expressing their views and supplying the rationale for those views, particularly in respect of any specific questions detailed below.

Please send your responses by 27 September 2013 to david.spillett@energynetworks.org.

Please note that any responses received after the deadline or sent to a different email address may not receive due consideration.

	Respondent:
	

	Company Name:
	


Industry Consultation Questions

	(a)
	Do you agree it is necessary to change RoCoF settings on Loss of Mains protection for new and existing distributed generators within stations of registered capacity of 5MW and above? If not, what alternative actions would you recommend and why?


	

	(b)
	Do you agree that 1Hzs-1 measured over half a second is an appropriate RoCoF setting? If not, what alternative RoCoF setting would you recommend and why? 


	

	(c)
	Are you responsible for distributed generation which will be affected by these proposals? How much of your generating capacity is affected?


	

	(d)
	Do you agree with the Workgroup's probability and risk assessment conclusions?


	

	(e)
	Do you agree with the Workgroup's approach to the probability and risk assessment relating to the risk to individuals and the risk to equipment as a consequence of a change to RoCoF settings?  


	

	(f)
	What, if any, additional features should be added to the Workgroup's  probability and risk assessment relating to the risk to individuals and the risk to equipment as a consequence of a change to RoCoF settings? How can these be quantified and by whom?


	

	(g)
	Do you have specific information relating the risks to generators of out of phase re-closure which would improve upon the Workgroup's assessment?


	

	(h)
	What assessment and mitigation measures would it be appropriate for synchronous generators to take to reduce the risk of out of phase re-closures that could otherwise present a hazard?


	

	(i)
	What is your view of the costs that the Workgroup presented for implementing its proposals? Has the Workgroup over or under-estimated costs? Has the Workgroup missed some items or included costs that shouldn't be considered?


	

	(j)
	What is your view of the potential Balancing Services costs that National Grid estimates can be saved by implementing the Workgroup's proposals? Has it over or under-estimated costs? Has National Grid missed some items or included costs that shouldn't be considered?


	

	(k)
	Do you believe that 18 months is an appropriate period for protection setting changes to be implemented?


	

	(l)
	Do you have any comments on the Workgroup's future work plan to develop proposals for distributed generation of less than 5MW in capacity and to develop proposals for a RoCoF withstand capability?


	

	(m)
	Do you believe the proposals better facilitate the Distribution Code objectives? Please include your reasoning. 


	(i) to permit the development, maintenance and operation of an efficient, coordinated and economical system for the transmission of electricity;



	
	
	(ii) to facilitate competition in the generation and supply of electricity 



	
	
	(iii) subject to sub-paragraphs (i) and (ii), to promote the security and efficiency of the electricity generation, transmission and distribution systems in the national electricity transmission system operator area taken as a whole; and 



	
	
	(iv) to efficiently discharge the obligations imposed upon the licensee by this license and to comply with the Electricity Regulation and any relevant legally binding decisions of the European Commission and/or the Agency.




