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	Minutes

	Meeting name
	Electricity Balancing System Group 

	Meeting number
	1

	Date of meeting
	30th June 2011

	Time
	10:00 - 15:00

	Location
	National Grid Wokingham 


	Attendees

	Name
	Initials
	Company

	Shaf Ali
	SA
	Chair, National Grid

	Ben Smith
	BS
	Technical Secretary, National Grid

	Robert Paterson
	RP
	National Grid

	Guy Philips
	GP
	E.ON

	Hannah McKinney
	HM
	EDF

	John Lucas
	JL
	ELEXON

	Paul Coates 
	PC
	RWE

	Joe Warren
	JW
	RL Tec

	Christopher Proudfoot
	CP
	Centrica

	Darren McCann
	DM
	Logica

	Graham Bunt
	GB
	EDF


	Apologies

	Name
	Initials
	Company

	Campbell McDonald
	CP
	SSE

	John Norbury
	JN
	RWE

	Simon Peter Reid
	SR
	Scottish Power

	Martin Mate
	MM
	EDF
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	1
	Introductions/Apologies for Absence


Introductions were made around the group.  SA went over the agenda for the day and facility arrangements 

	2
	Terms of Reference 


SA went through the draft Terms of Reference that had been circulated to all EBSG members ahead of the meeting. 

CP asked whether the group would need additional input from DNO’s? RP advised that there seemed to be little interaction with them and it wasn’t imperative for them to be involved further at this stage.

SA advised that a sub group would be set up separately to look at the specific IS issues. The group were asked to consider who from their organisations should be included. 

CP asked whether the BSC would be affected? JL suggested that the amended data parameters may have an impact. 

GB wanted to know if the interfaces would be notified to industry early on CP asked when the interfaces would be switched on? SA advised that timescales 
have not been determined yet. However user interfaces will be post go live. CP/GB suggested this could cause further issues. RP advised it would only be the user interfaces that would be rolled out after go live and that this was the preferred option by users as indicated in previous consultation responses.

DM suggested EDL testing can be harder due to the location of the technology. GB suggested third party software developers need a platform to test against. DM suggested a way forwards would be to get the new technology into the same sites and make these available test against. GB suggested the links in terms of EDL would need to be known for both software and stations.

JL asked for clarity on whether a consultation would be required once the 
group’s views had been formed. SA agreed a consultation would be required. 
GP supported this given the potential length of time the group will last for.

	3
	Background


(a) Electricity Balancing System – relevant background

RP went through slides (previously circulated to members)

CP asked if in Ireland whether ABB was only day ahead, not within day? RP advised it was only day ahead.

GB advised that currently you can’t phone through EDT – asked whether the new web based data upload would be offered over the net? RP replied yes with appropriate security.

JW asked when would EDT and EDL be available? RP suggested this would be 6 months after go live.

PC asked if there are standards to XML data? RP advised where there are they will be covered in the program.

(b) Industry consultations 
RP continued with slides covering 2 previous consultations and key external changes 

GB asked if the group would discuss architecture for EDL and EDT? RP suggested that GCRP discussed this at Feb’s meeting and advised that a separate group would be established later this year to address these issues.

	4
	Discussion on Potential Changes 


RP went through the list of potential changes which had been drawn up based on consultation responses received (list previously circulated to members). SA advised where there is agreement amongst the group that the change is required, the group should look to package these up and progress these in one modification. The group agreed. 

Grid Code Balancing Code data 

A) Increase the maximum number of Run-up and Run-down Rates to ten

RP advised that ABB can cope with up to 10 Run-up and Run-down rates. CP supported up to 10. SA advised that one respondent indicated 5 would be enough but happy it could be any number. JL asked if the change would be to both old and new systems RP advised it would be to the new interfaces only.

All members agreed the change is required – change should be progressed

B) Reduce the minimum value of Run-up and Run-down Rates to 0.02MW/min
CP considered the proposal was a positive step forwards and that it is better then the current parameter. Also asked whether the new system would introduce a concept of loading rates as well? RP advised that it wouldn’t.

All members agreed the change is required – change should be progressed
C) Run-down rate(s) (Special Actions) for use in the formulation of Emergency Instructions
CP asked if this was agreed would there need to be a separate special action submitted? RP yes 

CP asked if this was part of a consultation RP advised that GCRP had advised of this SA added that some of the items had evolved from discussions held at GCRP.

CP was not concerned that there was a need to submit extra instructions as they always submit the fastest rates RP preferred to use standard data 
submissions, particularly with/ in an emergency. 
D) Time-varying Stable Export and Import Limits (SEL/SIL)
CP was supportive DM asked if there could be an option to use the system as it is today i.e. default rules e.g. stable export limits role over.


Action: RP to look at options available and check if SEL/ SIL can be 
submitted open ended.
PC suggested that it needs to be consistent across the system
E) Time-varying / future submission of Dynamic Parameters
RP advised this was discussed at GCRP – clarified the ability to pre-submit Dynamic Parameters for future/ time varying times SA asked if the group wanted to place this one on hold for further discussion – all agreed 
F) Remove requirement under BC1.4.2(e) to submit Dynamic Parameters (Day Ahead). Maintain capability via current interfaces for this data to be submitted so as to not force IT changes on market participants.
CP asked how this would be submitted and whether it was used by National Grid? PC suggested EDT was used to submit and RP advised that National Grid doesn’t use this. CP/PC questioned whether it was worth having it. SA asked if it could be removed easily – all agreed.
All members agreed the change is required – change should be progressed
G) Remove upper limits on those Dynamic Parameters expressed in units of time
DM asked if this could be under discussion point (e)? CP thought this wasn’t the same and could result in ordering plant days in advance. HM will ask 
Martin Mate about this as originally raised by EDF. Group agreed to park this 
for further discussion.
 
H) Other Relevant Data i.e. Station Synchronising Interval, Station De-Synchronising Interval, minimum notice required to cancel a Synchronisation & Two Shifting Limit RP suggested that this issue should be parked until further discussions have taken place which are expected in the coming weeks at GCRP.

I) Multi-shaft BMU modelling
RP noted that this had been supported by majority and suggested that this be given time at a future meeting given the complexity. CP/PC agreed
SA asked if a subgroup was needed to discuss the specific issue with interested parties – to be picked up at future meeting.
J) Instructions to change Target Frequency
RP clarified this would be an electronic notification which would be provided. CP supported but sought clarity how non EDL players would be notified? RP there would be no reason why a demand participant couldn’t have this, including setting up an EDL link. 

RP also confirmed ABB will provide the EDL interface including some software services.
K) Submission of availability of Frequency Response
RP clarified that the fax submission today could be replaced with an electronic submission. All were supportive of moving away from faxes.

CP suggested this would be fairly simple for availability, but asked if modes could be preferenced? RP thought this was possible.

Action: RP to look at faxes currently being submitted to ensure all 
parameters are covered. 

SA suggested that the group reviews this issue at a later date as further work 
is required, option to combine with (M) and (P). 
L) Simultaneous Tap Instructions
HM made the group aware that Steve Curtis had recently published a new form and it would be worth looking at this to determine what was included. 
Action: RP to look at the new form – see Steve Curtis.

CP suggested that it would be worth testing these instructions as they are infrequently used.

SA suggested the group review this at a later date
M) Submission of revised MVAr capability
RP suggested this was a complex issue that would need further discussions and could be combined with (K)PC noted that anything that removed redundant data items from the form is desirable. RP proposed that amendments are made to the data fields around the lead/ lag entries
Action: ALL – discuss amendments to the data fields around the lead/ lag entries with internal organisations and discuss at future meeting.  
Grid Code Other Data

N) System warnings etc. via EBS 
PC asked if it is possible to subscribe to web messages

RP thought this would be possible but not at present, alternative to access this on BM reports site. CP noted that DNO don’t use BM reports. PC suggested that a single solution was desirable.

SA suggested this issue is revisited at a later date
Ancillary Services / CUSC data
O) Move from faxes to electronic submissions for STOR data 
GP asked for clarity on which STOR data was being considered? 
Action: HM to look at what data is provided by non BM STOR providers. 
SA suggested this issue is revisited at a later date

P) Move from faxes to electronic submissions for Black Start availability
PC asked what is complex in the submission? RP noted it was the number of fields and the reduction in capability. GP noted the issue is actually getting the data across. 

SA suggested this issue is explored at a later date
Q) Maximum Generation data
CP noted this was introduced previously and wouldn’t have a great impact if it 
was removed.
Action: ALL to seek internal confirmation from individual companies on need to include this going forwards. 
SA suggested this issue is revisited at a later date

Additional items (not previously circulated)

(R) FFR and Firm Fast Reserve
CP asked if this data would be shared, RP noted there would be possible 
problems sharing this.

SA suggested this is also discussed further at future meetings

	5
	Next Steps (Including Future Meetings


SA advised the group that the next meeting was provisionally planned for 1st August 2011 at National Grid Control Centre, Wokingham.  Several members noted they were unable to attend. It was agreed that the next meeting would be held in the first week of September. 

Action: BS to circulate dates for next meeting to be held early in September.
	6
	AOB


GP noted that it would be helpful to establish a timetable for the group to help identify GCRP meetings and to ensure deadlines can be met. 

Action: BS to draw up outline timetable and to circulate ahead of the group’s next meeting. 

PC asked when the IS/ IT group would be established. SA advised that volunteers would be required and welcomed nominations, expectation was that the group would look to meet towards the end of the year (2011). 
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