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This proposal seeks to modify the Grid Code to require intermittent
generators to provide a power available signal. This will assist
market participation of renewable generation and will improve
system security.

This document is open for Workgroup Consultation. Any interested party is able
to make a response in line with the guidance set out in Section 14 of this

document.
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Length of Consultation: 20 Working Days
Responses by: 7 April 2014

National Grid recommends:

That the technical requirements are taken forward for Industry
Consultation as they better facilitate National grid’s development
and operation of the Transmission System.

High Impact:
None identified

Medium Impact:
Owners, Operators and Developers of Power Park Modules or other
generation with an uncontrollable energy source.

Low Impact:
Owners and Developers of Offshore Networks
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About this document

This Industry Consultation summarises the findings of the Power Available
Workgroup and presents the conclusions reached through this and the Workgroup
Consultation that followed. Any further input is now sought from interested parties in
relation to the way forward presented. This will be reflected in the final Workgroup
report, as will be submitted to the Grid Code Review Panel (GCRP), which will
propose a modification to the Grid Code on the basis of the conclusions reached

and feedback received. GC0063 Industry
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1 Executive Summary

Background

1.1 The Grid Code Review Panel established the Power Available Workgroup in
July 2012 following the completion of the C/11 Workgroup (BM Unit Data from
Intermittent Generation).

1.2 Prior to establishing the C/11 Workgroup, the Grid Code Review Panel
recognised that the existing Grid Code data requirements were developed at a
time when the predominant sources of energy were not intermittent and that
predicting the output is easier when compared with intermittent sources. The
C/11 Workgroup was established to consider whether the Grid Code data
requirements needed to be amended to facilitate the participation of
generation powered by intermittent sources in the Balancing Mechanism.

1.3 The C/11 Workgroup made a number of recommendations concerning the
Physical Notification and Output Useable' data flows and in addition to
investigate (i) a new ‘Power Available’ signal (or another solution) used as a
proxy for Physical Notifications for the management of Bid/Offers in real time
and (ii) changes to the provision of MEL.

1.4 A Power Available Workgroup was subsequently convened to consider the
C/11 recommendations as defined within the Power Available Workgroup
Terms of Reference that were approved by the Grid Code Review Panel.

The Power Available Workgroup

Benefits

1.5 At a high level, the proposals discussed as part of the Power Available
Workgroup would help to facilitate:

¢ The efficient integration, participation and operation of renewable generation
into the energy market;

e The opportunity for renewable generation to earn additional revenues from
the provision of Balancing Services, for example reserve, Bid Offer
Acceptances (BOAs) and frequency response;

e Reduction in the need to take actions on out of merit alternatives; and
e Enhanced system security by providing more options for the provision of
balancing services particularly in regions where less generation with
controllable fuel sources is available.
1.6 The above effects of the proposals would improve the efficient operation of the

system and allow all BSUoS payers to benefit from reduced costs of the
balancing mechanism.

Workgroup Considerations

1.7 The Power Available (PA) Workgroup sought to better articulate the current

and anticipated deficiencies in data flows that will become increasingly
dominant in the future with the growth of intermittent generation. The identified GCO0063 Industry
deficiencies fell into two broad categories: accurate settlement of Bid Offer consultation
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Acceptances (BOAs); and operational data necessary for the System Operator
to operate the Transmission System in an economic and efficient manner. The
Workgroup recognised that one solution to address both potential categories
of deficiency may be possible however these would need to be progressed
under separate governance arrangements.

Accurate BOA volume settlement

1.8

The PA Workgroup considered data flows that were relevant to accurate BOA
volume settlement and further noted that the volume of BOAs (Accepted Bids)
from intermittent sources in 2013 (Oct 12 — Sept 13) represent ~2.1% of the
total volume. It also noted that the solutions being considered for operational
data could equally apply to accurate BOA settlement if required, however this
would need to be progressed through Balancing and Settlement Code
governance arrangements if this was considered necessary by BSC parties.
Therefore, the PA Workgroup focused on the first broad category; operational
data for the system operator.

Operational Data for the System Operator

1.9

1.10

1.11

1.12

1.13

1.14

1.15

The Workgroup recognised that when an intermittent generator has reduced
its output, the System Operator has no visibility of what the potential
headroom could be for the provision of reserve or frequency response if
required for operational balancing of the system.

A number of options to overcome this deficiency were considered by the
Workgroup:

Option 1 - Standardisation of MEL which would require MEL submissions that
would be expected to vary with forecast intermittent energy source, where the
update frequency was a variable to be determined by the User;

Option 2 - Dynamic MEL (Power Available signal used to calculate MEL), with
an update frequency of [10 minutes]; and

Option 3 - Power Available Data via SCADA i.e. the submission of Power
Available as an operational metering signal which would be fed to the National
Grid Control Centre via SCADA with the redefinition of MEL used to indicate
electrically connected capacity.

At the heart of these options is the Power Available signal. Power Available is
an indication of the maximum achievable output which could be delivered by
an intermittent generator under the current prevailing conditions (e.qg.
weather), for example, the present output may have been reduced for the
provision of balancing services to the system operator. It is defined as:

A value / signal prepared in accordance with good industry practice, representing the
instantaneous sum of the potential Active Power available from each individual
Power Park Unit within the Power Park Module / BM Unit calculated using any
applicable combination of meteorological (including wind speed), electrical or
mechanical data measured at each Power Park Unit. The Power Available shall be
a value of between OMW and Registered Capacity which is the sum of the potential
Active Power available of each Power Park Unit within the Power Park Module /
BM Unit. A turbine that is not generating will be considered as not available.

Whilst the means by which it may be provided and the frequency of update
may differ for the options considered by the Workgroup, the underlying nature
of the Power Available signal is the same and is based on the prevailing
intermittent energy source and characteristics of the Power Park Units (e.g.
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1.16

1.17

wind turbines). However, options 1 and 2 would require the generator to
create a MEL profile going forward and therefore would also need to include a
forecast element. Conversely, option 3 would require a frequently updated
spot value of Power Available which the System Operator would use going
forward.

After consideration of the advantages and disadvantages of these options, the
Workgroup concluded that option 3 (the Power Available Data Feed to
National Grid Control Centre via SCADA data connections) would best
address the deficiencies identified. After consideration of the advantages and
disadvantages of these options, National Grid's view is that option 3 (the
Power Available Data Feed to National Grid Control Centre via SCADA data
connections) would best address the deficiencies identified. It is envisaged
that this option would only apply to New Generators with a Completion Date
on or after 1 April 2015.

In exceptional circumstances where National Grid can reasonably
demonstrate that a Power Park Module has a significant effect on the National
Electricity Transmission System it may require some existing Generators to
provide a Power Available signal. The cost of this approach would need to be
assessed on a case by case basis.
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2 Purpose & Scope of Workgroup

2.1 At the July 2012 Grid Code Review Panel (GCRP), National Grid presented
the concepts of Power Available and High Wind Speed Shutdown (minutes
2589 and 2607-2618) where it was proposed that a Workgroup should be
established to examine whether the development of a power available signal
would be appropriate for implementation by intermittent generators.

2.2 The GCRP agreed that this issue required further investigation and approved
the draft Terms of Reference presented by National Grid (minutes 2590 and
2615 and ppl12/34). The GCRP also recommended that, for efficiency, it may
be appropriate to hold a joint Workgroup to discuss the two concepts, whilst
ensuring that the two sets of terms of references were fully addressed. This
report addresses the issue of Power Available.

Terms of Reference

2.3 A full copy of the Terms of Reference can be found in Annex 1 the Scope of
which are given below:

The Workgroup shall consider and report on the following:
e Clearly define the defect that Power Available attempts to resolve by:
= Quantifying the current accuracy of FPNs (PN at gate closure)
from intermittent generators
= Quantifying the volume of energy curtailed from intermittent
generators
e Identify how the concept of Power Available can be implemented by:
= Creating a technical standard to calculate Power Available
across different turbine manufacturers
= |dentify the method by which data will be collected
= |dentify the obligations on wind farms to collate data
» |dentify how data will be aggregated and converted into a
Power Available signal
= Assess the accuracy (based on time intervals) required for the
provision of such data
» |dentify the technical equipment required
e Examine any required information systems changes
e  Quantify the benefits to wind farms that can be gained from Power
Available by:
= Examining the potential volumes of generation that can utilise
such a signal for settlement purposes, within both current and
future connections
e Review the information that is currently available to wind farm
operators and assess the value of this to National Grid as National
Electricity Transmission System Operator (NETSO).
» Take into account any analysis carried out by the High Wind
Speed Shutdown (HWSS) Workgroup
e Identify additional items of information which could be of benefit and
assess the value of providing these to National Grid as NETSO
e Assess the investment required to implement a minimal Power
Available signal versus a highly accurate signal aggregated on a per
turbine basis
e Examine how Power Available will operate under different scenarios
such as:
* high wind speed shutdown
= turbine faults
e Assess whether retrospective application of Power Available will be
appropriate
e Assess whether other renewables should be taken into account
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e Take account of and feed into the "High Wind Speed Shutdown" work
being carried out under a Grid Code Workgroup

e Take account of the work in C/11 — BM Unit data from Intermittent
Generation. This proposed a concept of calculating a generator’s
Maximum Export Limit (MEL) based on predicted/actual wind speed

e Take account of relevant international practice and the approach taken
in European Code development.

Timescales

24

It was agreed that the Workgroup would report back to the November 2013
GCRP and that subsequently a Workgroup Consultation would be initiated to
present the options investigated to stakeholders. This ran from 20 December
to 27 January. The conclusions of the Workgroup, as informed by the opinions
of the respondents to the Workgroup Consultation, were then written into an
Industry Consultation to give interested parties a final opportunity to input to
the final report as will be submitted to the Grid Code Review Panel. This will
propose a modification to the Grid Code on the basis of the conclusions
reached and feedback received.
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3 An Introduction to the System Operator Challenge

3.1

3.2

The Grid Code was written at a time when there were very low volumes of
generation from intermittent power sources connected to the system. The
Grid Code requires generators with intermittent power sources, such as wind,
wave, or photovoltaic, to interact with the System Operator in the same way
as a traditional generator with a controllable power source.

The System Operator receives a humber of data items from generators (these
are described in more detail in section 5) however two key data submissions
are Physical Notifications (PN) and Maximum Export Limits (MEL).
Essentially, PN indicates what a generator intends to output (typically
between MEL and the Stable Export Limit (SEL)) and the MEL indicate what a
generator is capable of outputting at any specific time if requested by the
System Operator. Amongst other things, PN and MEL allow the System
Operator to:

. Calculate the total generation volume connected to the system and
forecast to be connected going forward,

. Calculate the available reserve on the system provided by the market;
o Determine transmission constraints;

. Amend generation output via Bid Offer Acceptances (BOAS) to match
demand and manage constraints through the Balancing Mechanism;

o Hold additional
requirements; and

reserve on generation to meet operational

. Despatch frequency response from generation in order to manage the
system frequency within operational and statutory limits.

System Balancing

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

The Grid Code envisages that the System Operator aggregates the sum of all
notified PNs and compares this with the forecast demand profiles. The SO
then plans to take balancing actions to modify the notified total generation to
meet the forecast demand. Some of these planned actions can be short term
actions that can be taken in real time. Others, such as the starting up or
shutting down of entire BM Units, require action to be taken many hours in
advance.

The main way in which the System Operator balances generation and demand
in real time is by issuing Bid Offer Acceptances (BOAs) that vary generator
outputs. BM Participants can submit a series of prices to offer to increase
their output from a BM Unit from their PN up to their MEL, and to bid to reduce
their output from a BM Unit from their PN down to their SEL.

This process works well where the generating plant operators can control the
power source. However, the System Operator is uncertain how effective this
process is for generation with an intermittent power source given that such BM
Participants may be unable to accurately forecast their output 1 hour ahead of
real time for the whole of the relevant balancing period.

The System Operator may also take BOAs, or other balancing actions, to
resolve constraints on the Transmission System. These may be thermal
constraints, determined by the maximum total post fault capacity of all the
circuits connecting one area of the system or may be due to voltage or stability
constraints.
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What is MEL?

The MEL is used by
NGET to determine the
amount of power
available to the System
Operator over and
above that indicated by
the PNs.

MEL is defined by
BC1.A.1.3.1 of the Grid
Code, as “A series of
MW figures and
associated times,
making up a profile of
the maximum level at
which the BM Unit may
be exporting (in MW) to
the National Electricity
Transmission System at
the Grid Entry Point or
Grid Supply Point, as
appropriate.
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Frequency Response

3.7 Frequency response is despatched by instructing a generator to operate in a
frequency responsive mode of operation. The volume of response is specified
through the Grid Code based on the Registered Capacity of each Generating
Unit or Power Park Module and confirmed through compliance tests following
commissioning. These tests are used to derive the Frequency Response
Matrix, but the actual frequency response available in the operational
timeframe is determined by establishing the output of the generator relative to
its Maximum Export Limit and deriving the frequency response capability at
that operating point from the tested frequency response matrices. Typically,
the System Operator will change the operating point of the generator via a
BOA to obtain the required frequency response capability.

Intermittent Generation trends

3.8 The projected amount of renewable generation that is contracted to connect to
the system within the next 5 years is shown in Figure 1 below, with the
majority of the new connections being from wind farms. This chart is based on
data in National Grid's Transmission Entry Capacity (TEC) Register.
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Figure 1 : Demand and Generation Background: Gone Green 2013.

3.9 In order to manage the system efficiently, the System Operator requires a
clear understanding of the output that a generator is capable of given the
available power source and any associated uncertainties. This understanding
will become more important as the volume of intermittent generation grows. In
addition the System Operator is continuing to improve its wind forecasting
capability to support operational decisions it must make in advance of real
time. The wind forecasting process employed by the System Operator is
described in section 5.33.

3.10 At present, BOAs would normally only be taken on wind generation to manage
specific system constraints, rather than just to balance energy. However, the
System Operator considers this likely to change in the next few years as wind

generation forms a greater proportion of the overall generation mix. National Gco063 Industry
Grid has already had occasions of wind generation contributing up to 25% of  ~gnsuitation

minimum demand on a windy summer night.
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3.12

3.13

high wind where use of services from intermittent generation may be the most
economic solution. If this were not possible, services would need to be
procured from other sources (e.g. interconnectors, generation, demand,
energy storage) that would not ordinarily operate during such market
conditions and are therefore likely to be more expensive options. In addition
to this, wind power is technically well placed to provide rapid frequency
response which will be required during periods of low system inertia that result
from lower demand minimums and reduced levels of rotating plant
synchronised to the system.

There are parts of the National Electricity Transmission System (NETS) where
wind generation is providing an increasingly dominant contribution to flows
across constrained boundaries and therefore the use of BOAs from
intermittent generation may be the most economic option available to manage
the constraint. The constraints on these boundaries will be impacted by
planned transmission outages, connection of generation under the Connect
and Manage regime and insufficient transmission capacity to cater for the
available generation and prevailing demand.

Given these trends, the System Operator needs to consider whether it will be
able to continue to efficiently manage the Transmission System with the data
flows it is currently entitled to receive as defined in the Grid Code and
subsequently provided by intermittent generation. The remaining sections of
this report address the terms of reference of this Workgroup.
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4 Specific Issues for the System Operator

4.1 This section describes 3 challenges to the System Operator's ability to
efficiently manage the Transmission System. These are:

e Awareness of head room from intermittent generation when curtailed;
e The provision of frequency response from intermittent generation; and

e For MEL and PN data, the difference between data submitted and the actual
physical outturn.

4.2 The System Operator performs a residual balancing role and the costs of
actions it takes to ensure that the system is operated in a safe, secure and
economic manner are recovered from consumers through the Balancing
Services Use of System (BSU0S) Charge.

Headroom from Intermittent Generation

4.3 Headroom, as used in this report, is the capacity of a Generator to increase its
output from its current operating point. Typically, headroom is created
following an earlier BOA Acceptance to reduce output or where a Generator is
part loaded in response to market conditions.

4.4 As noted in section 3, the System Operator may require generation to reduce
or increase output by Bid Offer Acceptances in the Balancing Mechanism. At
present, this occurs infrequently for intermittent generation and typically only
behind an export constrained boundary. However, given the anticipated
growth in wind generation, the System Operator expects such actions to
become more common in future. Generally, the System Operator does not
receive an indication of whether wind generator reductions can be reversed,
i.e. whether they have headroom. This lack of visibility of headroom from wind
generators can lead to other plant types being despatched to increase output,
which may be less economical and more carbon intensive than despatching a
wind farm. Similar considerations may apply to other forms of variable
generation.

4.5 In discussing the lack of visibility of headroom from wind farms, the example
below illustrates the case that, after a Bid/Offer Acceptance (BOA) to reduce a
generator’s output, PN and MEL do not give an indication of its headroom. As
noted in paragraph 3.3, any discrepancies between these data flows and the
actual positions they are intended to represent create errors and uncertainties
which, in aggregate, can lead to wider imbalances between generation and
demand, less optimal management of system reserve (headroom), frequency
response and constraints with consequential increased costs passed on to
end consumers.
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Figure 2: lllustration of the limitation in using PN and MEL data submitted to
determine actual headroom
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Frequency Response from Intermittent Generation

4.6

4.7

Generated

Wind Power

Frequency
Deviation 0

(H2)

Under the Grid Code, the majority of Generating Units® or Power Park
Modules installed within a Large Power Station are required to have a
frequency response capability. In the operational phase, a number of these
Generators will be instructed to operate in Frequency Sensitive Mode and be
required to provide frequency response to help ensure that the system
frequency is maintained within specific limits should there be a loss of
Generation or change of Demand. As the instruction process relies on
forecasted output through the combination of Maximum Export Limits (MELS)
and PNs, it is important to ensure that the MEL and PNs remain accurate to
set the baseline for such balancing services. Without this, the System
Operator cannot be certain of the frequency response capability at a point in
time.

The requirement for Power Park Modules forming part of a Large Power
Station (which includes wind farms) to contribute to and have the capability to
provide frequency control was introduced into the Grid Code in June 2005
following consultation H/04. Whilst wind generation is not widely used for
contributing to primary and secondary frequency response at present, this is
likely to change as greater volumes connect and displace plant with
controllable power sources. Experience to date has demonstrated that, if the
wind resource is sufficient, wind farms can deliver very good and fast acting
response capabilities. Figure 3 below provides an example of how a wind
farm can provide low frequency response.
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Figure 3: Example of low frequency response from wind generation

2 The obligations on Generating Units and Power Park Modules within a Large Power Station

to provide frequency response are dependent upon size, type, location and Completion Date
and defined in CC.6.3.7(e) and CC.6.3.7(f) of the Grid Code.
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4.8

The actual performance of a wind farm in its ability to provide frequency
response is shown in Figure 4 below. This was recorded during a Grid Code
Compliance test.
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Figure 4: Example of frequency response from wind farm during a Grid Code
Compliance test

Physical Notification and MEL accuracy

4.9

4.10

411

4.12

4.13

4.14

This is discussed in more detail in section 5 however, the accuracy between
the Physical Notification at gate closure and the actual outturn does vary
between different generation types. For example, PNs from generators with a
variable primary energy source such as wind may not be as accurate as those
from thermal or hydro generation.

There is an observed variation in PN accuracy between wind generators with
some generators relying on default data.

PNs are submitted for each half hour trading period and the output from a
generator with a variable primary energy source is likely to vary within a
trading period.

It is challenging for wind generators to provide a highly accurate PN for two
reasons. Firstly, day ahead PN submissions may be subject to significant
forecasting errors. Secondly, hour ahead PN resubmissions for a whole half
hour trading period are an estimate of the average output for that trading
period and while the PNs may be subject to less forecasting error over the
whole trading period (compared to day ahead), the PNs ignore the reality that
wind power may vary significantly within that period.

The average PN following error is described in more detail in section 5.6,
however, this error means that the System Operator cannot always make
operational decisions based on PN data submitted from wind generators.

As noted in the preceding paragraphs, MEL is used by the System Operator to
determine the level of frequency response that a generator is capable of
providing and the head room that is available. MEL is interpreted in a number
of ways by wind farm operators and updated with varying frequency from
hourly to monthly. At present, the System Operator cannot reliably use MEL
data for the calculation of frequency response and head room.
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5 Current Information Provision and its use

5.1 To help define the scope of the issues, the Workgroup discussed what
information and data was currently being provided by wind generators and
how this was used by National Grid. The objective was to consider whether
the current data was sufficient for the System Operator and to ascertain
whether new items were required. The main data items are set out below:

Pre Gate Closure Data

. Physical Notifications
o Bid/Offer data

Post Gate Closure Data

o Operational Metering Data
. Maximum Export Limits (MEL)
. Dynamic Parameters

. Wind speed and direction on a Power Park Module basis rather than
from individual turbines.

Historic Recorded Data

. Recorded information received from data loggers such as Dynamic
System Monitoring and Ancillary Services Monitoring equipment

. Historic recorded data from Compliance Tests including a Power

Available Signal for frequency response testing purposes and test
results

Planning Code Data

. Static data received under the Grid Code used for offline modelling and
analysis purposes (Power Park Module MW, MVA and Performance
Chart, Power Park Unit data including Control System Parameters and
Power output / wind speed curves).

5.2 The generator licence requires the Generator to comply with the Grid Code.
Physical Notifications (PN)

5.3 Under BC1.4.2 of the Grid Code, generators are required to provide the best
estimate (Physical Notification or PN) of their output for each half hour of the
following day, which may then be revised up to an hour before real time (Gate
closure). This then becomes their Final Physical Notification which is then
used by the System Operator to determine the current generator output and
forecast output going forward.

5.4 The Grid Code defines the PN as: GC0063 Industry

Consultation

“Data that describes the BM Participant’s best estimate of the expected input
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A PN can be profiled within a settlement period.

5.5 Arecent Grid Code change, C/11, removed the obligation for wind generators
to follow their Physical Notification (PN), provided that they follow good
industry practice i.e. submit PNs that are a true and accurate reflection of their
estimated output. This was introduced because wind generators can find it
difficult to follow PNs due to the variable nature of their primary energy source.
However, if the generator participates within the BM, in times of system stress,
a £0 BOA may be issued to the generator to return to their PN.

5.6 Currently, in operational timescales, National Grid control engineers can elect
to use either Physical Notifications (PNs) from a wind farm or existing MW
metered output from the wind farm in calculating expected total generation
between four hours ahead and real time. The reason for this is partly historic
in that in the early days of wind power in 2005 and 2006 there was little
enthusiasm from wind farms at that time to submit PN data. Many chose to
submit nothing and others chose to submit zero. It was at this stage that it was
decided that an internal wind power forecasting capability would need to be
developed within National Grid. Over the subsequent years there has been a
vast improvement in the quality and frequency of the data being submitted by
wind farms.

5.7 In terms of timing, National Grid requires accurate PN data 90 minutes ahead
of real time in order to plan the system effectively, There are three critical
decision points where accurate information is important. At the day ahead
stage (24 hours ahead of real time) National Grid requires accurate
information to enable assessment of margins and headroom on the system.
The critical point for deciding whether extra generation is needed to be
warmed up and made ready to generate is 4 hours ahead of each cardinal
point®* on the demand curve. After gate closure (1 hour ahead) adjustments
are performed by Engineers at the Electricity National Control Centre to
manage frequency and constraints. These adjustments and the settlement of
them are performed relative to the PN submitted.

Current accuracy of PNs at Gate Closure compared with actual outturn
from intermittent generators

5.8 Figure 5 below highlights the lower accuracy of wind generation PNs
compared with other generation types.
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Figure 5: Comparison of PN following error between generator types.
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5.9

5.10

5.11

5.12

Percentage PN Following Error is defined as:

Average( ABS(PN ¢ cioare £ BOAS— MeteredOutput))
MaxMeteredOutput

PNaccuracy(%) =

The PN accuracy is defined as the average absolute difference in MWh per
settlement period between the expected value (PN at Gate Closure modified
by BOAs) and actual metered output, divided by the maximum metered output
from the BMU. For example, a 100MW BMU that submitted a PN of 25MW
with double that (50MW) for the metered output would yield an accuracy of
25%.

The analysis has been based on all data since 1% January 2011 giving a 3
month rolling average from the start of April 2011.the absolute difference in
MW between expected (PN at Gate Closure) and actual metered output
divided by PN at gate closure (FPN). The analysis was done for all BMUs with
a maximum metered output greater than 10MW.

Figure 6 below illustrates the average PN following accuracy by Balancing
Mechanism Unit (BMU) individual wind BMUs above 10 MW between January
2011 and September 2013.

FPN Following Error (Percentage of
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Figure 6: PN following accuracy by Wind BM Unit (Jan 2011 — Sept 2013)

The mean PN following error for wind BMUs over this period is 15.9%. This
compares with 2.9% for coal, 3.1% for gas, 4.9% for hydro and 5.5% for
nuclear over the same period.

Maximum Export Limits (MEL)

5.14

5.15

In addition to providing PNs, BM Participants (generators) also submit
Maximum Export Levels (MELs) for each settlement period. This is the
maximum power that a BM Unit chooses to make available via the Balancing
Mechanism during the settlement period. The MEL is used by NGET to
determine the amount of power available to the System Operator over and
above that indicated by PNs and is used in the despatch of frequency
response and to determine reserve levels provided by the market.

The MEL indicates the amount of capacity that is available on a particular unit
and is submitted by a generator in order to help the System Operator with

18 of 100

GCO0063 Industry
Consultation

7 March 2014

Version 1.0

Page 18 of 100




5.16

5.17

5.18

5.19

5.20

reserve scheduling. This may be submitted within gate closure and can be
different from a generator’s PN. It is defined in the Grid Code as:

“A series of MW figures and associated times, making up a profile of the
maximum level at which the BM Unit may be exporting (in MW) to the
National Electricity Transmission System at the Grid Entry Point or Grid
Supply Point, as appropriate.”

For wind generation, MEL can be perceived as being based on actual or
predicted wind speed in order to calculate the actual or forecast maximum
capacity respectively. However, this would require frequent updates to MEL
which may not be practical compared to submissions from generation with
controllable energy sources.

The Workgroup acknowledge that, across the industry, there are different
practices for submitting MEL; some parties put in MEL as installed capacity,
some set MEL to PN and others provide a more dynamic MEL (i.e. a MEL
dependent upon the actual availability and output of the plant at a particular
time).

Maximum Export Limit (MEL) is very important to National Grid to provide
awareness of how much capacity margin is available on the system. For a
marginal power station with a controllable fuel source, the difference between
the PN and the MEL gives an indication of the headroom or spare capacity
that is available to be instructed if needed.

Currently, 1.4% of MEL submissions by Power Park Modules are changed
between gate closure and real time. This compares to 1.3% for nuclear, 2.2%
for CCGT and 3.8% for coal.

The graph below shows the percentages of MEL submissions that are
changed (y axis) for each fuel type over various time frames. The data relates
to the period April 2012 to September 2013. Generally, wind MELs are
changed less frequently than other fuel types across all timescales, with the
exception of hydro.
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Figure 7: Percentage of MEL data changing between submissions by

fuel type (April 2012 — Sept 2013)
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5.21

If the submitted MEL was dependent on wind output, there would be a greater
variation whereas, if MEL was based on the available capacity, there would be
less variation. Figure 7 suggests that the MEL data is generally submitted on
the latter basis.

Bid / Offer data

5.22

Bid / Offer data specifies MW operating points and the costs associated with
deviating generation from its current operating point as indicated by its
Physical Notification. These are very important in the decision making process
at the National Electricity Control Centre. When Bids and Offers need to be
accepted to manage system issues they are taken in cost order with the
cheapest option taken before more expensive options, unless system
constraints dictate otherwise. In this way, the need to optimise the
geographical distribution of plant on the electricity transmission system is
achieved in the most economic way.

Wind speed / direction

5.23

Wind Speed and Wind Direction is currently received from 50% of the BMU
wind farms. This is around 45 sites at the present time. This information is
used for two purposes. Firstly to verify the quality of the wind speed and
direction forecasts provided by our weather forecast provider. If these
forecasts are found to be inaccurate relative to the measured wind speed and
direction at the wind farm site, then adjustments are made to the forecasting
models to take this into account in the short term and feedback is given to the
weather companies so that improved weather forecasts can be received in the
longer term. Secondly the wind speed and wind direction measurement data is
used to build more accurate models that enable more accurate forecasting by
the System Operator.

Operational Metering

5.24

5.25

5.26

National Grid as System Operator, require Operational Metering Data which is
used for control of the Transmission System in real time. At the present time,
National Grid require aggregated wind speed and direction (amongst other
operational metering signals e.g. MW, MVAr's, Voltage, tap position and
frequency) for each Power Park Module, the requirements for which are
specified in the Bilateral Agreement. At the present time if a fault occurs to the
operational metering, National Grid would generally require it to be repaired
within 5 days of notification of the fault unless otherwise agreed.

All the operational metering signals are generally treated in the same way
within the Bilateral Connection Agreements, and it is usual practice for the
generator to provide the specified operational metering signals to the Grid
Supply Point. National Grid would then take these signals and provide the
communications routes back to the National Electricity Control Centre at
Wokingham. In terms of ongoing maintenance, National Grid will pay for the
communications infrastructure from its Control Centre to the Grid Supply Point
and the Generator will pay for the communications infrastructure from the Grid
Supply Point to the Power Park Modules.

An example setting out the Bilateral Connection Agreement schedule and its
description of the communication routes is described in Annex 3.

Power Available signal for testing frequency response

5.27

Generators are required to provide a Power Available ("Avail') signal to
National Grid for compliance testing purposes only. These requirements are
detailed in OC5.A.1.3 (c) and CC.6.6.2 of the Grid Code but in summary when
a wind farm is undertaking compliance testing for frequency response testing
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purposes, they will be required to supply a Power Available signal with a
sampling rate of typically 10Hz. This signal however should not be confused
with operational metering signals which are provided to National Grid for the
purposes of operating the Transmission System.

Frequency Response

5.28

5.29

5.30

As noted in section 3.7 above, Frequency response from wind is despatched
by instructing a generator to operate in Frequency Sensitive Mode (FSM). The
volume of response provided is calculated using the de-load point from MEL
and making reference to a frequency response capability matrix for the
generator concerned.

The Workgroup noted that some wind farms (through operation of individual
wind turbines) are capable of providing frequency response in two ways:

. Maintaining a set de-load from the maximum operating output given
the prevailing wind conditions (i.e. the wind turbine output would follow
the wind output less a fixed headroom); some wind turbines can
operate in this way;

. Operate at a fixed specified loading point below the maximum (i.e. the
level of headroom and hence reserve would vary depending on wind
speed in reference to the fixed loading point of the wind farm) varying
output because of frequency changes only); all wind turbines can
operate in this way;

The latter mode of operation is used in the GB. There is no suggestion that
this will change, however it is worth noting that either mode of frequency
response requires the same data flow to calculate the frequency response
capability that is provided.

Wind Farm Data Collection and Signal Processing

5.31

In terms of data and signal processing, the required operational metering data
is currently limited to aggregated wind speed and direction for each Power
Park Module with a refresh rate of 5 seconds or better. The wind farm
developer determines how to derive these signals either from a met mast or
via transducers from the wind turbines themselves. It should be noted that
such signals may already be available from the Wind Farm SCADA system
which the wind farm owner and manufacturer will use for operational
purposes. Presently, there is no standard for the provision of wind speed and
wind direction operational metering other than the refresh rate.

Data Communications between wind farms and the System Operator

5.32

The System Operator receives data from all generators via Electronic Data
Transfer (EDT), Electronic Data Logging (EDL) and Supervisory Control and
Data Acquisition (SCADA). These are described in more detail in Annex 3
however the key characteristics are as flows:

. EDT — Generator data received from the Trading Point responsible for
the wind farm. PN’s and Bid Offer data are provided to the System
Operator via this medium.

. EDL — communication between the System Operator and Generating
Unit or Power Park Module control point where BOA acceptances are
issued and ancillary services instructions given such as frequency
response and reactive power. Dynamic parameters such as MELs may
also be communicated by this medium.
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. SCADA — all operational metering data and in the case of wind farms,
wind speed and direction.-

. Contingency communications (e.g. fax)

How is current data used to derive System Operator forecast output?

5.33

5.34

3000

2400 -

[ Lt

5.35

4000

2000 -

The Workgroup questioned how current data on wind speed and PNs from
wind farms was used to help derive a forecast of output and whether this had
a large margin of error.

In the timescale 0 to 6 hours ahead, the aggregate wind forecast is a
combination of the metered output (Persistence forecast) and the wind power
forecast that has been derived from the weather forecast. The two results are
combined together in a linear way. At the real time point (O hours ahead) the
forecast and the metered values are equal. At 3 hours ahead the result is 50%
metering and 50% forecast. At 6 hours ahead the result consists of 100% of
the wind power forecast and 0% metering. This is shown in Figure 8 below.
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Figure 8: Wind Power forecast combining deterministic and persistence
methodologies

The forecast output is constantly updated on a rolling basis as new metering
data is received by the System Operator.

wind Farm Operators’ Wind Forecast Data

5.36

5.37

5.38

It was noted that wind farm operators that are party to the BSC require
forecasting data flows for both trading purposes and the calculation of PNs.
Some parties use a common forecasting system and data set for both trading
and operational purposes whereas other parties take a separate approach.

At gate closure two data streams are submitted by, or on behalf of Wind
Farms:

. Notifications from parties representing aggregated traded positions
(MWh/Settlement Period) are submitted to the Energy Contract Volume
Aggregation Agent (currently Elexon)

. Physical Notifications for each BMU are submitted to the System
Operator

For wholesale energy trading, Trading Parties submit Notifications to the
Energy Contract Volume Aggregation Agent (ECVAA, one of the agents
mandated by the BSC) prior to gate closure and any differences between the
Notified position and metered outputs (MWh / Settlement Period) are cashed
out at the prevailing cash out price. For physical parties (i.e. generators), the
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5.39

Notified position in effect represents a forecast output at gate closure for the
settlement periods concerned.

Any Bid Offer Acceptance (BOAs) volumes (MWh/SP for a BMU) accepted by
the System Operator in the Balancing Mechanism are calculated with
reference to the Physical Notification at gate closure and these volumes are
added (or subtracted) to the Notified positions. This means that, assuming
PNs are accurate; any imbalance exposure associated with BOAs is removed.
BOAs are paid at the rates (E/MW) submitted by the Generator’s Trading Point
into the Balancing Mechanism. The following Figure 9 helps to explain this.
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Figure 9: High Level lllustration of BSC and Grid Code data flows
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6 Perceived Deficiencies

6.1 The identified deficiencies fell into two broad categories: operational data
necessary for the System Operator to operate the Transmission System in an
economic and efficient manner; and accurate settlement of Bid Offer
Acceptances (BOAS).

Required Operational Data from Intermittent Generation

6.2 Assuming that no changes to wind power output need to be taken, the System
Operator is currently able to undertake many of its overall activities where PNs
and other data would ordinarily be used by using a combination of forecasting
wind power output and wind output metered data. This assumes that wind
output is maximised to harness the available wind.

6.3 Within Gate Closure, where an intermittent generator is requested to deviate
from its preferred operating point (assumed to be maximised to harness the
available resource) to a specified output via a BOA, the System Operator is
uncertain what the potential output that Power Park Module could return to,
should the need arise. This data would enable the System Operator to
manage reserve levels and frequency response capability more efficiently.

6.4 For generation with a controllable power source, this is indicated by the
Maximum Export Limit; however the current definition of MEL and the
subsequent data that is provided from intermittent generation (e.g. wind) does
not allow the System Operator to establish the level of headroom that is
available for the reasons set out in sections 5.145.14 to 5.210. That is, there
is a variation in the interpretation of the definition of MEL by wind farm
operators and the level of accuracy that can be achieved.

Bid Offer Acceptance volume (MWh) accuracy
6.5 As already noted, the Grid Code defines the PN as:

“Data that describes the BM Participant’s best estimate of the expected input
or output of Active Power of a BM Unit and/or (where relevant) Generating
Unit, the accuracy of the Physical Notification being commensurate with
Good Industry Practice”

A PN can be profiled within a settlement period. Inherently then, the PN data
contains forecast data going forward.

6.6 BOAs can be issued to deviate intermittent generation to specific operating
points, however the cost of taking a BOA is calculated with reference to the
Physical Notification and submitted price. Any significant discrepancies
between actual output and PN may therefore lead to an uneconomic decision
by the System Operator and an incorrect settlement of a BOA.

6.7 Balancing and Settlement Code (BSC) modification proposal P197
(‘Erroneous Calculation of Bid Offer Acceptance Volume') previously
considered how BOA volumes could be calculated for a BMU where MEL was
re-declared below its PN. P197 was focused on the scenario of thermal plant
that re-declared its MEL below its PN, but still had its BOA volume calculated
from PN. Similarities were noted with variable fuel source generation (e.g.
wind farms) whose power output deviates from PN but their BOA volumes
continued to be calculated from PN. P197 was understood to be rejected on
the basis that, although it was an issue, this was not sufficiently material to
warrant making changes to systems. It was noted that it may be appropriate
for a BSC change to be considered addressing both the P197 issue and the
deviation of variable fuel source generation from the declared PN, for example
by calculating BOA volumes from an updated baseline.
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6.8

6.9

6.10

The Grid Code Workgroup concluded that it was possible to use any of the
options that were considered to address operational considerations (through
the Grid Code) and to also calculate BOA volumes for Settlement (through the
BSC). However, the Workgroup expressed different views on whether BOA
volume settlement accuracy was an issue that needed addressing and, if it
were, whether implementation of any BSC changes needed to be aligned and
coincident with Grid Code changes. Therefore, the Workgroup considered it
sensible to describe the potential settlement issues impacting the BSC that
were apparent within this Workgroup report and then focus solely on
progressing relevant Grid Code changes to address operational issues.
Accurate settlement of Bid Offer Acceptances (BOAs) would be taken forward
separately through BSC governance arrangements if this was considered
necessary by BSC parties.

Although, from a practical perspective, it is possible to address 1) operational
considerations through the Grid Code and 2) BOA volume settlement
accuracy through the BSC separately (and with different implementation
dates), differences of opinion were expressed over whether it was appropriate
to implement any proposed changes to the Grid Code before any potential
corresponding BSC arrangements were concluded.

The Workgroup recognised that the margin of error was higher within
intermittent generation compared to other generation however the materiality
was not thought to be currently significant but may increase in the future as
intermittent generation volumes increase and the System Operator takes more
balancing actions on intermittent generation. The following table shows the
volume of BOAs taken between for different generator fuel sources. (1% Oct
2012 — 30" Sept 2013)

CCGT COAL GAS HYDRO OCGT OIL WIND Total

Volume of
Offers 3,438,367 2,643,013 13,223,389 1,351,042 32,896 11,442 1,078 20,701,227
Volume of

Bids

-2,680,321 -9,177,284 -9,657,549 -619,899 -4 -952 -467,835 -22,603,844

Per centage of
Offers 16.6 12.8 63.9 6.5 0.2 0.1 0
Per centage of

Bids

6.11

11.9 40.6 427 27 0 0 21

It was noted that any developments that may have implications on settlement
of BOAs may affect Power Purchase Agreements that underpin investments in
wind farms. Consequently, concern was expressed over any proposals that
may affect settlement. As noted, further consideration of the terms of
reference by this Workgroup concluded that settlement implications would be
most sensibly progressed under BSC arrangements.

Benefits of addressing these perceived deficiencies

6.12

6.13

6.14

6.15

At a high level, overcoming these deficiencies will facilitate the efficient
integration, participation and operation of renewable generation to supply
electricity to GB consumers.

It would facilitate the opportunity for generators with a variable primary energy
source to participate in the provision of Balancing Services (e.g. reserve,
BOAs and frequency response) and earn additional revenues.

It would help avoid the necessity of taking actions on out of merit alternatives.

Where automation is possible, additional operational burden on renewable
generation operators should be reduced.
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6.16

6.17

6.18

It would improve the efficient operation of the system and potentially reduce
BSUO0S costs

Facilitating the provision of Balancing Services from intermittent generation will
also enhance system security particularly in regions where less generation
with controllable fuel sources are present.

In the long-term it is likely that the changes proposed in the provision of
additional data items to solve these deficiencies should lead to a review of the
existing data requirements under BC1 and BC2 of the Grid Code. However,
this would have to also consider the extent to which any changes implemented
applied only to new connectees going forwards or to all parties.
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7 Description of Options

7.1

7.2

In considering the issues highlighted by National Grid, the Workgroup
discussed whether or not changes were required to the existing processes or
whether solutions could be sought which were outside of the current Grid
Code obligations. Three options were found worthy of consideration and are
described below

. Option 1 - Standardisation of MEL where the update frequency was a
variable to be determined by the Generator;

. Option 2 - Dynamic MEL (Power Available signal used to calculate
MEL), with an update frequency of [10 minutes]; and

. Option 3 - Power Available Data Feed to the National Grid Control
Centre via SCADA data connections; MEL used to indicate connected
capacity

At the heart of all of the options is the Power Available signal. Power
Available is an indication of the maximum achievable output which could be
delivered by a wind farm under the current prevailing weather conditions
when, for example, the current output may have been reduced for the
provision of balancing services to the system operator. It is defined as:

A value / signal prepared in accordance with good industry practice, representing the
instantaneous sum of the potential Active Power available from each individual
Power Park Unit within the Power Park Module / BM Unit calculated using any
applicable combination of meteorological (including wind speed), electrical or
mechanical data measured at each Power Park Unit. The Power Available shall be
a value of between OMW and Registered Capacity which is the sum of the potential
Active Power available of each Power Park Unit within the Power Park Module /
BM Unit. A turbine that is not generating will be considered as not available.

Option 1 - Standardisation of MEL

7.3

7.4

7.5

7.6

7.7

7.8

There is currently inconsistency in BM data provided by wind farm operators.
Some BMUs set their MEL to be the Registered Capacity, or some other high
fixed value, while others set their MEL equal to their PN.

Under this option, PNs would continue to be provided by wind farm operators
through the BM. BC1.A.1.3.1 is modified to ensure a consistent definition of
MEL is used by all wind farms. The MEL would provide the forecast maximum
output profile expected forward from real time through the BM. It would be
recalculated and submitted periodically and potentially may be provided
manually.

A standard methodology for calculation of MEL would be agreed and would be
expected to vary with forecast wind output.

This may improve the accuracy of total headroom calculated from the sum of
synchronised MELs, but may not resolve the problems associated with wind
headroom and provision of frequency response following a reduction in output
via a BOA. This would depend on the accuracy achieved which would be
influenced by the frequency of update.

Settlement of any BOAs would continue to be against PN.

Wind farm operators would have to modify their systems to send the data.

28 of 100

GCO0063 Industry
Consultation

7 March 2014

Version 1.0

Page 28 of 100




Option 2 - Dynamic MEL (Power Available signal is used to calculate MEL)

7.9

7.10

7.11

7.12

Under this option, PNs would continue to be provided by wind farm operators
through the BM as now. BC1.A.1.3.1 is modified to ensure a consistent
definition of MEL is used by all wind farms. In addition, each wind farm
periodically recalculates its current MEL, and re-submits its MEL profile
forward from real time through the BM. It is anticipated that this would occur
every ten or fifteen minutes and follow a standard methodology for calculation
of current MEL. Given the frequency of MEL revisions, persistence modelling
could be deployed to generate the profile forward from real time through the
BM by the operator. It is anticipated that this will be an automated solution.

Settlement of any BOAs would continue to be against PN.

This option could allow National Grid to calculate headroom provided by any
wind farms operating below MEL, and could allow wind farms to provide low
frequency response, as National Grid would be able to calculate the volume of
response currently being provided by a wind farm.

This option would result in an increased volume of data flowing through the
BM and Elexon systems. Wind farm operators would have to modify their
systems to send the data, and National Grid would have to modify their
systems to make use of the frequently updated MEL data.

Option 3 - Power Available Data Feed to National Grid Control Centre

7.13

7.14

7.15

7.16

7.17

7.18

Under this option, wind farms would submit PNs as now and, following a
standard definition, MEL which would indicate the total connected capacity.
However, rather than providing a periodic update of MEL, wind farms would
provide a separate periodic value for Power Available, at [X time] intervals
direct to National Grid’s Electricity National Control Centre. This value would
be the maximum output that could be delivered by the wind farm with the
current wind conditions, and would be calculated using an agreed standard
methodology. The System Operator would use this data, persistence
modelling and forecast data to make operational decisions for reserve and
frequency response based on its forward projections.

This signal could potentially be fed over the existing SCADA data connections
used to provide operational metering. National Grid would use the data
internally for operational purposes, but the settlement process would not be
affected.

As a general comment, discussions held with manufacturers support the view
that if a signal is already available within the wind farm SCADA system, it
should not be difficult or costly to provide to the System Operator provided
such requirements are specified with such signals when requested at the
design stage. However, additional work would need to be undertaken to
determine whether this signal could be used for the provision of an operational
signal to the System Operator.

Settlement of BOAs would be against PNs as now.

This option would allow National Grid to calculate headroom provided by any
wind farms operating below their current maximum possible output, and could
allow wind farms to provide low frequency response, as National Grid would
be able to calculate the volume of response currently being provided by a wind
farm.

Providing the total connected capacity through MEL would also assist in the

System Operators wind forecasting process. It also has the advantage of
allowing the System Operator to have greater visibility of all wind farms not
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7.19

just those which are BM Units in their own right and subject only to Central
Volume Allocated (CVA) metering.

This option does not impact on BM systems. Wind farm operators would have
to modify their SCADA systems to send the data, and National Grid would
have to modify their systems to make use of the additional information. It was
noted that wind speed and direction were already transmitted via SCADA
systems at a 5 second interval and it may be no more onerous to provide 5
second interval data rather than, for example, 10 — 15 minute interval data.

Further Refinement of Options

7.20

7.21

7.22

The Workgroup noted that the main difference between the “Standardisation
of MEL” and “Dynamic MEL” options was the frequency of data update as that
it would be expected to vary with forecast wind output.

The table below summarises the differences between the three options and
describes the features, advantages and disadvantages of each.

It was noted by the Workgroup that the costs for implementing any of these
solutions needs further consideration and would benefit from seeking wider
views as they vary between Generators and wind farm designs.

Other Considerations

7.23

7.24

7.25

7.26

It was noted by the Workgroup that the accuracy of PNs might be improved if
the period between gate closure and real time was reduced; however this was
not the case for MEL data as this data flow can already be varied within gate
closure irrespective of the gate closure period. Consequently, the Workgroup
did not consider that a shorter gate closure would address the deficiencies
identified for MEL.

Following submission of the draft report to the November GCRP, one member
was interested to understand the implications of the options with respect to
Licence Exempt Embedded Medium Power Stations (LEEMPS). So far as
Power Available is concerned, Option 1 (Standardisation of MEL) and Option
2 (Power Available signal is used to calculate MEL) would not be applicable to
LEEMPS or indeed Generators which do not participate in the wholesale
electricity market as they are not bound by the market rules and hence
products such as MEL. Option 3 (Power Available Data Feed to National Grid
Control Centre) could equally be applied to BM and non-BM participants as
this option is based on the operational metering requirements specified at the
connection application stage rather than a commercial product required as a
consequence of operating in the Balancing Market.

It is acknowledged that in respect of LEEMPS, the operational metering
arrangements are generally based on an internet based mobile telephone
technology system rather than that applied to conventional large power
stations which have direct and duplicated communications channels. Whilst it
is technically possible to add Power Available to the suite of signals available
from LEEMPS based wind farms the costs of this additional functionality would
need to be understood.

National Grid has no intention of requiring a Power Available signal to be
provided by Small Embedded Power Stations. The only exception to this
requirement would be where a Small Embedded Power Station is required to
provide a set of Operational Metering Signals. It is recognised that the issue
relating to Operational Metering in respect of Small Embedded Power Stations
which have registered as a BM Unit is still an issue for debate and as such
falls outside the scope of this Consultation.
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7.27 National Grid has no intention of requiring existing LEEMPS to retrospectively
provide a Power Available signal under option 3 if this were subsequently
approved by the Authority as part of any future Grid Code modification.
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The following tables show the options:

Features

Option 1

Standardised MELs

Option 2

MEL Updated at Regular Intervals

Option 3

Power Available Signal to ENCC outside BM
systems

Data Exchange

MEL Under this option, PNs would continue to be Under this option, PNs would continue to be MELs manually submitted, reflecting availability of
provided by wind farm operators through the provided by wind farm operators through the BM as | individual turbines in the same way as MEL reflects
BM. BC1.A.1.3.1 is modified to ensure a now. BC1.A.1.3.1is modified to ensure a availability of conventional plant.
consistent definition of MEL is used by all consistent definition of MEL is used by all wind
wind farms farms.
The MEL would provide forecast maximum In addition, each intermittent generator periodically
output profile expected forward from real time | recalculates its current MEL, and re-submits its
through the BM. It would be recalculated and | MEL profile forward from real time through the BM.
submitted periodically and potentially may be It is anticipated that this would occur every ten or
provided manually. fifteen minutes and follow a standard methodology
) for calculation of current MEL. Given the frequency
A standard methodology for calculation of o ) )
of MEL revisions, persistence modelling could be
MEL would be agreed and would be expected )
. . deployed to generate the profile forward from real
to vary with forecast wind output. ) ]
time through the BM by the operator. It is
anticipated that this will be an automated solution.
PN No Change No Change No Change
Power Avalil A value representing Power Available will be A value representing Power Available will be used A Power Available signal will be provided via

used by the Generator to calculate and submit

by the Generator to calculate and submit MELs with

SCADA to NGET.
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MELs

a defined update rate.
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Features

Option 1

Standardised MELs

Option 2

MEL Updated at Regular Intervals

Option 3

Power Available Signal to ENCC outside BM systems

SO balancing
actions

BOA dispatch

This will be done as now with reference to PN data
and submitted BOA prices

This will be done as now with reference to PN data and
submitted BOA prices

This will be done as now with reference to PN data and
submitted BOA prices

Wind forecasting

This will be done as now (set out in sections 5.23
and 5.33—5.35)

This will be done as now (set out in sections 5.23 and 5.33
-5.35

This will be done as now (set out in sections 5.23 and
5.33-5.35

Frequency
response and

reserve

Today the headroom between MEL and PN is used
to determine the availability of frequency response
and reserve; this will continue to be done with
reference to MEL.

The EBS system will assume that after a BOA the
BMU will return to the PN level. It will then
calculate headroom, response holding etc from the
difference between the BOA level and the assumed
position at the end of the BOA, which is the PN.

Today the headroom between MEL and PN is used to
determine the availability of frequency response and
reserve; this will continue to be done with reference to MEL

The EBS system will assume that after a BOA the BMU will
return to the PN level. It will then calculate headroom,
response holding etc from the difference between the BOA
level and the assumed position at the end of the BOA,
which is the PN.

Today the headroom between MEL and PN is used to
determine the availability of frequency response and
reserve; with option 3 instead the Power Available
signal will be used in conjunction with the loading point
of the generators which will give a more accurate
representation.

Also with option 3, the EBS system will assume that
after a BOA the BMU will return to the Power Available
level. It will then calculate headroom, response holding
etc from the difference between the BOA level and the
assumed position at the end of the BOA, which is the
PA.

Data Volumes

No significant change

Significant increase in volume of BM data sent to National
Grid and Elexon / BMRA

No increase in BM data systems. Very small
percentage increase in the volume of Scada data
received by SO.

Cost (Subject to
consultation)
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Implementation

Low but will depend on currently adopted practice

Low for wind farms with existing automated process

Medium for wind farms installing new automated process

Low to medium

Ongoing
Operation

Low for wind farms adopting automated process ,
Potentially medium for those adopting a manual
process

Low for wind farms adopting automated process; medium

for those adopting a manual process

Low to very low — maintenance of single additional

analogue signal.

Implementation
Timescale

Only limited by Grid Code change

Would require time for wind farms to develop and

implement automated system if desired

Would require time for integration of signal to SCADA
systems and modification to SO systems.
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Features Option 1 Option 2 Option 3
Standardised MELs MEL Updated at Regular Intervals Power Available Signal to ENCC outside BM systems
Changes to Clarify definition of MEL in Grid Code for intermittent | Changes to Grid Code to codify frequency of MEL data. Changes to Grid Code to require data — may be
Codes and generation different ways to obtain data for new and existing
associated generators and clarify definition of MEL
documents o )
Changes to Procurement Guidelines to clarify how
National Grid would assess the value of services from
windfarms where volumes may change in the future.
Settlement No Change No Change No Change
Information provided by Elexon website would need | Information provided by Elexon website would need review | Information provided by Elexon website would need
review for consistency for consistency review to ensure that data provided is valuable to
market participants
Delivery of

Requirement

Headroom

There is a risk that the SO cannot reliably calculate
current headroom provided by any wind farms
operating below maximum output because of
inconsistent and unknown refresh rates and the
triggers for resubmission. The risk is reduced if all
adopt the same ‘Good Industry Practice’ around
criteria for updating MEL which would give the SO
more confidence.

SO able to calculate better estimate of headroom,
depending on frequency of update although potentially
same issue of accuracy regardless of refresh rate. The risk
is further reduced if all adopt the same ‘Good Industry
Practice’ around criteria for updating MEL which would give
the SO more confidence

SO able to calculate headroom subject to operational
metering refresh rate
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Response
Volume

SO cannot reliably calculate current response
volume held on any wind farms operating in
frequency sensitive mode because of inconsistent
and unknown refresh rates and the triggers for
resubmission.

SO able to reliably calculate estimate of response volume
held on any wind farms operating in frequency sensitive
mode, based on consistent and known refresh rate of [10
minutes]. Refresh rate would not improve accuracy
necessarily though.

SO able to reliably calculate estimate of response
volume held on any wind farms operating in frequency
sensitive mode, based on consistent and known refresh
rate of [10 minutes]
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Features

Option 1

Standardised MELs

Option 2

MEL Updated at Regular Intervals

Option 3

Power Available Signal to ENCC outside BM systems

ADVANTAGES

For intermittent

Potentially no system and process changes

Some operators would not need to change their systems

For most Generators power available signal is already

Generators depending on current practice within control system. For new Generators this would
. probably be the easiest system to implement.
Potentially low overhead ] ) )
To the extent that the option provides the SO with ) ) )
. . » ) . To the extent that the option provides the SO with
confidence in capability, there is a greater opportunity for ] ) B ) ]
. . . confidence in capability, there is a greater opportunity
. . ) wind generation to earn additional revenues for the ] ) -
To the extent that the option provides the SO with o . for wind generation to earn additional revenues for the
) ) . . provision of services o )
confidence in capability, there is a greater provision of services
opportunity for wind generation to earn additional
revenues for the provision of services
For System No system changes Minor system changes associated with increased volumes Consistent basis on which Power Available signal is
Operator of data provided and consistent refresh rate.

Consistent basis on which MEL data is provided.
However the refresh rate and triggers for
resubmission will be inconsistent and may not
provide a reliable indication of headroom and
response volume available.

Option 1 does not provide a consistent refresh rate.
This would introduce greater overall error for the
System Operator. One party considered that if
common good industry practice is adopted then this
may provide a reliable indication.

Consistent basis on which MEL data is provided and
consistent refresh rate.

Refresh rate of 10 minutes or less will provide more reliable
indication of headroom and response volume available,
enabling response and reserve to be used from windfarms
rather than curtailing wind and bringing on conventional
plant.

Functionally, for the SO options 2&3 are identical.

Refresh rate of 10 minutes or less will provide more
reliable indication of headroom and response volume
available , enabling response and reserve to be used
from windfarms rather than curtailing wind and bringing
on conventional plant.

Functionally, for the SO options 2&3 are identical.
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For
Consumers

Potentially lower BSUOS costs depending on how
reliably the System Operator can calculate
headroom and frequency response holding on wind
farms. This would depend on the MEL update
frequency and consistency across Generators.

Improved security of supply due to improved
visibility of headroom and response volumes.

Consistent basis of MEL submission and the frequency [10
minutes] of update would allow the System Operator to
utilise response and reserve from more economical
sources resulting in lower BSUoS costs than Option 1.
Subject to data accuracy; if this is no better then outcome
is same as option 1

Improved security of supply due to improved visibility of
headroom and response volumes.

Consistent basis of Power Available submission and
the frequency [10 minutes] of update would allow the
System Operator to utilise response and reserve from
more economical sources resulting in lower BSUoS
costs than Option 1. Subject to data accuracy; if this is
no better then outcome is same as option 1. The
availability aspect would be the same as included in
MEL under Options 1 and 2.

This may be a lower implementation cost than option 2,
but is the subject of the consultation.
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Features

Option 1

Standardised MELs

Option 2

MEL Updated at Regular Intervals

Option 3

Power Available Signal to ENCC outside BM systems

DISADVANTAGES

For intermittent

Would have to pay a share of increased balancing

Some operators would incur significant additional

Some existing generators could incur costs making

Generators costs due to extra response and reserve holdings. | operational costs. data available.
Although this may be less than the status quo .
] ] i Increased volume of MEL data could cause system issues
against relative wind volume.
] o Would have to pay a share of increased balancing costs
This assumes that the redefinition of MEL . )
o . ) ) due to extra response and reserve holdings. Although this
(resubmission rates and triggers) will not improve ) ) )
] ] may be less than the status quo against relative wind
these matters because of the inconsistent refresh . .
volume. [no different than option 1].
rates that could result.
Reduced access to response and reserve markets unless
SO confidence can be assured through improved
Reduced access to response and reserve markets
] accuracy..
unless SO confidence can be assured through
improved accuracy.
For System Inconsistent refresh rate for MEL submission Significant increase in BM data could require system Need to modify SCADA system to handle new data.
Operator farms may make operational decisions less expansion. Option 3 will capture LEEMPS (for new plant) as

efficient and may limit the provision of services

CC.6.4.4 states that operational metering from a

Does not capture LEEMPS or Generators which are not LEEMPS station can be requested at the application
stage if needed and the requirements of CC.6.5.6 then

apply which includes the modified text for a PA signal.

from the most economic providers. o
party to the wholesale electricity market.
If the frequency of update is longer than [10
For non-BM Participants the operational

metering requirements (ie CC.6.5.6) will apply if there is
a contractual relationship and they are signatories to
the Grid Code (ie SVA registered) but will not extend to
those parties who have no contractual relationship with
the SO (ie Small Embedded Power Stations).

minutes] and inconsistent between Generators,
the reliability of any calculations for headroom and

frequency response may be sub-optimal.

Does not capture LEEMPS or Generators which
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are not party to the wholesale electricity market.

For Consumers

Increased costs due to extra balancing costs
being passed through — relative to current
penetration, not if GIP emerges.

Reduced security of supply due to increased

uncertainty in volume of response and headroom.

— not if GIP emerges.

Additional costs passed on from those wind farms seeing
higher operational costs. — relative to current penetration,
not if GIP emerges

Reduced security of supply due to increased uncertainty in
volume of response and headroom — not if GIP emerges.

Costs incurred by some generators implementing
change would be passed on to consumers. This would
need to be weighed against the benefits.
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8 Power Available Signal

8.1 At the heart of both Standardisation of MEL and Power Available Data Feed to
National Grid Control Centre options is the Power Available signal. Whilst the
means of provision and the frequency of update may be different, the
underlying nature of the signal is the same.

8.2 The mechanical power which can be extracted from a wind turbine is defined
by equation (1):-

P=05pAC, (4, B)V’° (1)

Where:- P = The power available from the turbine (Watts)
p = The air density (Kg/m®)
A = swept area (m?)
Cp = Power Extraction Coefficient which is dependant upon
the tip speed ratio (1) and Blade Pitch Angle (B).
Y = Wind Speed (m/s)

More generally, when the term power is plotted against wind speed, the
graphical representation results as shown below.

Power

A .
(MW) Maximum Power Blade Pitching
Tracking

A
\

shutdown

v

T ) 15 25

Cut in speed Wind Speed
(m/s)

Figure 10: Wind Turbine Power / wind speed curve

8.3 Under Maximum Power Tracking mode the wind turbine is operating at peak
output and effectively following equation (1). When the wind speed exceeds
its rated value, typically between 11 — 14m/s (depending upon manufacturer
and turbine type), blade pitching will be initiated which is required to prevent
damage to the turbine structure and generator.

8.4 Since the wind speed across a wind farm site will vary significantly, and
knowing that the power output is heavily influenced by the wind speed, the
best way of determining the power output from the wind farm is to sum the
individual output of each wind turbine.
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8.5

8.6

Where there is no curtailment, each wind turbine will generate an output in
proportion to the cube of the wind speed unless the turbine is operating
beyond its rated value through operation of the pitching system. Under this
mode of operation, the output from the wind farm should be equivalent to the
available power from the wind farm.

Where however a wind farm is operating in a de-loaded mode, for example
to provide low frequency response, each turbine will effectively be spilling
wind, in which case PN and Power Available will not be the same. The
process in which this is achieved and the actual recorded available power
when each turbine is de-loaded is more complex to determine, largely as a
result of the non linear behaviour of the turbines when they are not operated
at peak output. Clearly this becomes an Intellectual Property (IP) issue for
the turbine manufactures as there are a number of ways it can be achieved
besides the accuracy to which such a signal can be determined.

How should the Power Available signal be calculated?

8.7

8.8

8.9

8.10

8.11

8.12

The Workgroup considered how the signal should be calculated and whether
a formulaic definition should be derived, whether a level of accuracy should
be specified or other such method.

Information provided at the Workgroup suggests that most operators already
have some form of power available signal or similar that is used for testing
frequency response capability and to provide a similar signal to National Grid
for operational metering purposes would not be too onerous.

However, it was noted that where a wind farm was operating to maximise its
output (i.e. it was not de-loaded), the Power Available signal could have a
small difference to the metered output because of the basis of the Power
Available calculation.

Intellectual property issues were raised with the methods that different
manufacturers use to convert raw data into power available. It was noted
that these issues can be avoided if data aggregation and conversion into
some form of power available signal is done by the wind farm, or at the wind
farm control point, rather than by National Grid.

It was also noted for comparison that the Grid Code defines the PN as ‘Data
that describes the BM Participant’s best estimate of the expected input or
output of Active Power of a BM Unit and/or (where relevant) Generating
Unit, the accuracy of the Physical Notification being commensurate with
Good Industry Practice.’

The Workgroup considered that a similar obligation of best estimate
commensurate with good industry practice taking into account prevailing
wind speed, direction and number of turbines connected could provide
sufficient accuracy without transgressing intellectual property issues or
potentially introducing an unnecessary burden on wind farms with accuracy
obligations. This later point was of particular concern for some Workgroup
members who had cited examples of the Irish market requirements on
accuracy.
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Accuracy required for the provision of data

8.13

The Grid Code defines the PN as ‘Data that describes the BM Participant’s
best estimate of the expected input or output of Active Power of a BM Unit
and/or (where relevant) Generating Unit, the accuracy of the Physical
Notification being commensurate with Good Industry Practice.” It is
envisaged that similar obligations would exist for the provision of a Power
Available signal.

How frequently should a signal be provided?

8.14

In assessing the frequency of updates from a potential Power Available
signal, the Workgroup noted that it was worth calculating an optimal refresh
period. For example, a second by second signal may not provide any
additional benefit over a 5 minute signal. As a test of update frequency,
actual output, MEL and PN at gate closure from a wind farm BMU, relating to
a windy day in February 2013 is plotted below. A possible Dynamic MEL /
Power Available signal has been drawn for illustrative purposes only as the
value of metered output at the start of the 10 or 15 minute window. It is not
intended to suggest that this should form the basis of the calculation of
Dynamic MEL or Power Available. These graphs suggest that 10 minutes
may be an appropriate refresh period. It was noted that 10 minute data
frequencies are typical for SCADA data.
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Figure 11: Wind metered output at 15 minute intervals compared with actual
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Figure 12: Wind metered output at 10 minute intervals compared with actual

8.15

8.16

During the Workgroup discussions, it has been highlighted that a MW
Availability figure is required in Ireland to facilitate the market. It was agreed
by the Workgroup that NGET’s requirement for a dynamic MEL or power
available signal would require a different calculation than the one required in
Ireland for Settlement purposes. It was also pointed out that not all turbine
manufacturers are currently active within the Irish Market.

Whilst this analysis suggests a 10 to 15 minute interval could achieve a good
level of accuracy from a persistency perspective if, for example, the data
was provided via the SCADA system, it may be more efficient to provide
data at a refresh rate of 5 seconds as currently applied to wind speed and
direction.

Power Available under different scenarios

High wind speed shutdown

8.17

It is anticipated that as the power available signal would be calculated by the
wind farm, it would take account of data from individual turbines as to
whether they were shut down.

Turbine faults

8.18

The turbine is available if it is available to produce energy.

Additional items of information which could be of benefit

8.19

The provision of wind speed, direction and MW data on an individual turbine
basis could assist National Grid in developing more sophisticated wind
power forecasting models, but the Workgroup agreed that this was not
necessary to address the issues that the Power Available signal sought to
address.
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Turbine capacity is greater than Transmission Entry Capacity (TEC)

8.20 The Power Available signal should reflect the action of any wind farm active
power control excluding BOA action.
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9 Impact Assessment

9.1 The Workgroup considered the areas that might be impacted by each of the
two options under consideration.

. Code changes
. Wind Farm data management / SCADA configuration

. Impact on current data signals between Generation and System
Operator

. Communications

. Operating Procedures

. Dispatch and control systems

o Settlement

o Testing, validation and compliance
o Regulatory Considerations

. Cost of implementation

. Retrospective Application

Option 1 Impact (Standardisation of MEL)

Code changes

9.2 Grid Code BC1.A.1.3.1 will need to be modified to ensure a consistent
definition of MEL. The Grid Code will also need to specify which forms of
generation this would apply to and when it would become applicable. BC1.4
-Submission of Data would need to be reviewed.

9.3 The text required to give effect to the proposal is contained in Annex 2 of this
document.

wind Farm data management

9.4 A wind farm would need to produce a MEL based on wind speed and other
parameters to calculate and submit a profile going forward. This may require
a new process to be implemented if parties are not already doing so.

Communications

9.5 No additional communication channels would need to be established as
existing arrangements could be used, however the volume and frequency of

data may necessitate upgrades to current systems in order to transmit and
process the data.
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Operating Procedures

9.6 If the MEL data provided is sufficiently robust, the System Operator would be
able to enact procedures already established for existing generation with
regard to frequency response and calculation of overall reserve.

Dispatch and Control Systems

9.7 If the MEL data provided is sufficiently robust, no changes would be needed
to dispatch and control systems. Data received could be used in a similar
way to other forms of generation.

Settlement
9.8 No changes would be needed to the settlement systems.
Testing, validation and compliance

9.9 No additional validation is expected although the System Operator would
monitor the performance of MEL data.

Regulatory Considerations

9.10 Consideration would need to be given to whether there were sufficient
benefits to justify different treatment for particular generators.

Cost of Implementation

9.11 This is yet to be determined but the Workgroup will be seeking information
through the proposed consultation on their recommendations.

Option 2 Impact (Standardisation of MEL)

9.12 The workgroup noted that the impacts for option 2 were similar to option 1
however an update frequency of 10 minutes would have a greater impact on
wind generator data management and therefore a more significant cost of
implementation.

Option 3 Impact (Power Available Signal via SCADA)

Code changes

9.13 Grid Code BC1.A.1.3.1 will be modified to ensure a consistent definition of
MEL. The Grid Code will also need to specify which forms of generation this
would apply to, and when the requirement will be applicable. It is the
intention for this modification to apply to new plant with completion dates
from 1 April 2015, although it may be necessary to require some existing
Generators to provide a Power Available signal where the need for this can
be reasonably demonstrated due to a significant effect of upon the National
Electricity Transmission System. BC1.4. -Submission of Data and CC.6.5.6 —
Operational metering will also need to be reviewed.

Transmission Licence Condition C16 changes (Procurement Guidelines and
Balancing Principles Statement)

9.14 There may also be changes to Licence Condition C16 documents which
would need to be reviewed.
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Power Park Module data management

9.15 A Power Park Module would need to produce a MEL based on the wind
turbines available. This will require a new process to be implemented.

9.16 A new Power Available signal would be required from the Power Park
Module to the System Operator. Section 5.27 describes the existing
requirement for a Power Available signal for the purposes of compliance
testing. Initial investigations suggest that it is possible to route an additional
Power Available signal into the suite of operational signals already provided
to National Grid.

Communications

9.17 If existing SCADA systems can be used to convey the Power Available
signal, no additional communication links would need to be established,
however the SCADA system would need to be amended to accommodate
the Power Available signal. Data is currently communicated at 5 second
intervals and so the addition of another data item is not thought to be
onerous.

Operating Procedures

9.18 The system operator would be able to enact procedures already established
for existing generation with regard to frequency response and calculation of
overall reserve.

Dispatch and Control Systems

9.19 An additional, intermediate data processing step would need to be
introduced to receive the Power Available signal and MEL data and
subsequently create a profile that mimicked the MEL profile data received by
other generation. This could then be used by existing dispatch and control
systems.

Settlement

9.20 No changes would be needed to the settlement systems

Testing, validation and compliance

A testing and compliance process would need to be developed to ensure
adherence to the Grid Code. It is anticipated that this could be combined
with the current process for testing generator frequency response and
reactive capability.

Regulatory Considerations

9.21 Consideration would need to be given to the appropriateness of specific
requirements on wind farms or other forms of generation where the primary
fuel source cannot be controlled.

Cost of Implementation

9.22 The Workgroup recognised that this was likely to be different for parties
depending on the systems and processes adopted. The Workgroup believed

that further information should be sought from the wider community in order
to inform this assessment.
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10 Implementation Considerations

10.1 The Workgroup considered the aspects of implementation should the
proposals be taken forward.

. Retrospective application

. When should new requirements apply from

. Which generation should this apply to?

o Should other renewables be taken into account
. European Network Code implications

. Significant Code Review on Balancing

Retrospective application

10.2 National Grid as the System Operator noted its preference for option 3;
however, it noted that it was not the intent to apply the requirements
retrospectively unless it could be reasonably demonstrated that such a
Generator had a significant impact on the Transmission System and that in
this case the costs associated with implementation and the benefits that
would be achieved would need to be assessed.

10.3 It is acknowledged that both Option 1 and Option 2 would apply equally to
new and existing generators from an agreed date post-implementation as
they affect the way in which data is submitted to National Grid as part of the
Balancing Mechanism. Option 3 however would only by default be applied
to new Generators.

10.4 If National Grid identified a need to receive a Power Available signal from an
existing Generator on the basis of Transmission System need, then this
would have to be agreed bilaterally with the Generator. It was noted that the
implementation of a Power Available signal was expected to be relatively
inexpensive if implemented at the build stage however the costs of
retrofitting such a signal would require further analysis.

Application of Option 1 (Consistent MEL)

10.5 It was noted that in order to achieve a consistent MEL from wind farms this
would need to apply to both existing and new wind farms. The requirement
would apply from an agreed date.

Application of Option 2 (Dynamic MEL)
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10.6 It was noted that, in order to achieve a Dynamic MEL from wind farms, this
would need to apply to both existing and new wind farms. The requirement
would apply from an agreed date. However, some distinction could be made
between obligations on existing and new generators (e.g. frequency of
update)

10.7 It was noted that the implementation of a Dynamic MEL approach was
expected to be relatively inexpensive if implemented at the build stage but
that the cost of retrofitting such a signal would require further analysis. This
would have a bearing on how and whether it was applied to existing
generators.

Application of Power Available Signal via SCADA (Option 3)
MEL Data

10.8 The MEL associated with a Power Available signal via SCADA option (option
3) represents the connected capacity applicable and would not need to be
updated frequently. This may be implemented easily and therefore it may
not be necessary to distinguish between existing and new wind farms as
implementation may be low impact and therefore this could be uniformly
applied to existing and new wind farms.

Power Available Signal

10.9 It was noted that the implementation of a Power Available signal was
expected to be relatively inexpensive if implemented at the build stage, but
that the cost of retrofitting such a signal would require further analysis. The
cost of such a retrofit would have a bearing on whether it was considered
appropriate to be applied to existing generators.

10.10If a decision was taken to require a Power Available and there was a key
business need to apply this to existing as well as to new wind farms, then
this would need to be justified for the specific existing windfarms from which
it was to be required. Such a decision would require further analysis.

10.11It was noted that the benefits to a wind farm from Power Available may
mean that wind farm operators may choose to apply power available to their
wind farms in any event.

When should new requirements apply from?

10.12This will depend on the adopted solution, whether the proposals will apply to
existing as well as new windfarms and the consequential time required to
implement relevant process and system changes. Further analysis is
required however the likely time frame would be 12 to 24 months from any
approval date to allow the necessary changes to be implemented.

Which generation should this apply to?

10.131t is anticipated that the proposals would apply to those generators to which
Grid Code BC1 and BC2 applies. These generators are currently required to
submit MEL data. It was noted by the Workgroup that further information
should be obtained to understand whether there were particular technology
constraints in meeting any new obligations.

Should other renewables be taken into account?
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10.14Whilst the discussions to date have so far concentrated on the requirements
from wind generation, consideration also needs to be given as to whether
there is a need for a power available signal from other forms of generation.

10.15For renewable sources of generation powered by a variable primary energy
source, such as wave, tidal and solar, the Workgroup considered that they
should be treated in the same way if they meet certain criteria e.g. size
(either individually or in aggregation). For other forms of renewable
generation such as hydro or cascade hydro and forms of generation with
controllable fuel sources such as coal, oil, gas or nuclear the requirement for
a Power Available signal is less clear cut, but would need to be supported by
their ability to meet their declared PN's, be capable of achieving their
declared MELs and demonstrated through past performance.
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International practice and approach taken in European Code development

10.16A presentation was given by a representative from the System Operator for
Northern Ireland (SONI) who provided insight into how they manage wind
generators through the use of a MW Availability signal. The definition of MW
Availability is as follows:

“The amount of Active Power that the Controllable WFPS could produce
based on current wind conditions, network conditions and System
conditions. The MW Availability shall only differ from the MW Output if the
Controllable WFPS has been curtailed, constrained or is operating in a
Curtailed Frequency Response mode, as instructed by SONI via the SCADA
interface”

10.17When a Power Park Module is constrained off (output OMW) in the SONI
and EirGrid regions they are considered as available and financial
settlement is based on the active power the Power Park Module would have
produced.

10.18In Northern Ireland, wind farms > 5MW are always in a frequency sensitive
mode and will constantly modulate the active power in response to
frequency changes. This can be run in 2 ways: With no curtailment (turbines
free running) where high frequency response only is provided; or in MW
curtailment mode when SONI will instruct the wind farm to run at a MW
curtailment set point between 50% and 100% to provide both high and low
frequency response (analogous to Frequency Sensitive Mode). The
curtailment set point is set via an analogue input to the farm transmitted by
SONI via SCADA.

10.19In summary the research and discussions held to date indicate that the
requirement for a MW availability signal is based on the type of wholesale
electricity market and the size of the power system. In GB for example
where a forwards market is used (ie Generators and Suppliers strike
contracts in advance and the System Operator simply balances the
differences in real time — ie self despatch) certain information and data can
be achieved through the signals of the wholesale market (ie PN’s and MEL).

10.200n the other hand a number of other markets use the “Pool” type system in
which Generation is scheduled at the day ahead stage on the basis of the
total system demand and Transmission System Constraints. On this basis
the requirements and operational metering signals required for managing
wind generation are very different to that of the forwards market described
above where trading position can be used to provide an indication of the
Available Power.

10.21The size of the Power System, its interconnection with other nations and the
plant mix all has an impact on the ability of an operator to mange wind
generation. For example, Denmark was one of the first countries to
embrace Wind Generation on a large scale against a comparatively modest
demand. Owing to the large number of interconnectors to the wider
European System and the large volume of hydro generation in Norway,
integration of wind power into the Danish Power System has been possible.
If these facilities had not been available, control of system frequency would

have been more challenging.
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European Network Codes

10.22As part of the Third Energy Package which became European Law in 2009,
a new set of European Network Codes (ENCs) are being written with the
intention of helping to meet the 3™ package objectives of enabling single
European energy markets for gas and electricity, promoting the connection
of renewable energy sources and enhancing security of supply.

10.23The ENC Requirements for Generators (RfG) was the first network code on
electricity developed by ENTSO-E. It is also the first of the connection codes
(the others being the Demand Connection and HVDC codes) which together
set out the technical requirements upon parties connecting to the
transmission and distribution systems. The RfG code is seen as one of the
main drivers for creating harmonized solutions and products necessary for
an efficient pan-European (and global) market in generator technology. The
purpose of the code is to bring forward a set of coherent requirements in
order to meet these challenges of the future and to help provide crucial tools
for all network operators to plan and operate the system against the
background of a rapidly changing energy mix, while delivering security of
supply for consumers.

10.24The European Commission anticipate taking the code through the process of
comitology and writing it into European Law during 2014. The code sets out
that it is to apply to all new generators, defined as those which are not
connected to the system 2 years after its entry into force (so probably during
2016) and for projects under construction that have at this point also not let
contracts for major plant items. All parties will be required to comply with the
code by 3 years after its entry into force.

10.25So far as RfG is concerned, the issue of Power Available is not mentioned
however this would not preclude a Power Available signal from being
specified at National level as the current draft dated March 2013, Article 9
(4) (d) states “With regard to information exchange: 1) Power Generating
Facilities shall be capable of exchanging information between the Power
Generating Facility Owner and the Relevant Network Operator and/or the
relevant TSO in real time or periodically with time stamping as defined by the
Relevant Network Operator and/or the Relevant TSO whilst respecting the
provisions of Article 4(3). In addition, the ENTSO-E RfG Code states the
Relevant Network Operator in coordination with the Relevant TSO shall
define while respecting the provisions of Article 4(3) the contents of
information exchanges and the precise list and time of data to be facilitated.

Significant Code Review for Balancing

10.26The Workgroup noted that a Significant Code Review (SCR) was being
carried out by Ofgem in the area of Electricity Balancing. As this Workgroup
had discussed issues which may be covered by the SCR such as PN
accuracy for settlement, it was worth keeping abreast of such developments.
For example, potential charges for information imbalance. However, the
Workgroup recognised that the discussions around a Power Available signal
should still continue in parallel whilst being mindful of the SCR to avoid any
duplication of work.
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11 Conclusions

11.1 The Workgroup concluded that there is a need to undertake a change to the
Grid Code to allow the System Operator to have better visibility of the
headroom available from intermittent generators that could then be used for
the provision of reserve or frequency response services.

11.2 This will allow better market participation of renewable generators by
allowing them to provide such ancillary services and would also enhance
system security. As the generation portfolio connected to the system
changes to include more intermittent generation this will be of increasing
importance.

11.3 While this view was not unanimous, a majority of the Workgroup members
including National Grid concluded that option 3 (the Power Available Data
Feed to the National Grid Control Centre via SCADA data connections)
would best address the deficiencies identified. The Workgroup recommends
that, other than in exceptional circumstances, this option would only apply to
New Generators with a Completion Date on or after 1 April 2015.

11.4 An associated issue is the accuracy of BOA settlement. The Workgroup
agreed that any of the proposed solutions could be used to improve this.
While the governance of BOA settlement would need to involve the BSC
panel, it is the view of National Grid that the Grid Code changes described in
this report could be effected prior to the finalisation of any attendant BSC
modification.
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12 Assessment

Impact on the Grid Code
12.1 GCO0063 requires amendments to the following parts of the Grid Code:
0] Option 1
. Glossary & Definitions
. Balancing Code 1
(i) Option 2
. Glossary & Definitions
. Balancing Code 1
(ii) Option 3
. Glossary & Definitions
o Connection Conditions
. Balancing Code 1

12.2 The text required to give effect to the proposal is contained in Annex 1 of this
consultation.

Impact on Grid Code Users

12.3 The impact of Grid Code Users is covered in detail in section 9.

Impact on National Electricity Transmission System (NETS)

12.4 The proposed changes will allow the System Operator to more efficiently
manage the electricity system by enabling the efficient use of wind farms in
balancing the system. Specifically, this will enable efficient management of
reserve and frequency response that is not viable with the current data
flows.

Impact on Greenhouse Gas emissions
12.5 The proposed modification will facilitate the efficient growth of renewable

generation which will reduce greenhouse gas emissions from alternative
forms of generation.
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Assessment against Grid Code Objectives

12.6 National Grid considers that the proposed changes would better facilitate the
Grid Code objective:

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

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

Enabling wind farms to provide Balancing Services (e.g. reserve,
BOAs and frequency response) will permit a more efficient and
economic transmission system by avoiding the necessity of taking
actions on out of merit alternatives. The proposed changes will also
allow the System Operator to utilise the most economic provider of
Balancing Services given the prevailing system conditions.

to facilitate competition in the generation and supply of electricity (and
without limiting the foregoing, to facilitate the national electricity
transmission system being made available to persons authorised to
supply or generate electricity on terms which neither prevent nor
restrict competition in the supply or generation of electricity);

The proposed changes will facilitate competition by supporting the
efficient growth of renewable generation to supply electricity to GB
consumers by providing the System Operator with access to a wider
range of providers for Balancing Services given the prevailing system
conditions.

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

The reasons outlined in (i) are also applicable to the whole electricity
system.

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.

The proposal is neutral on this objective.

Impact on core industry documents

12.7 The proposed modification does not impact on any core industry documents

Impact on other industry documents

12.8 The proposed modification may have an impact on Mandatory Service
Agreements that describe the frequency response capability of BMUs. The
capability is determined by calculating the difference between operating
point and MEL.

Implementation

12.9 The Workgroup proposes that, should the proposals be taken forward, the
proposed changes be implemented 10 business days after an Authority
decision.
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13 Workgroup Consultation

13.1 This Industry Consultation is being held subsequent to a Workgroup
Consultation that ended on 27" January 2014. Five responses were
received, an overview of which is described in the table below. Full copies of
each of the responses are included in annex 4.

e The Power Available proposals
should only be progressed once the
BSC arrangements have been put in
place.

Scottish e No preference over the

CR-01 Power Yes implementation options expressed —
each could broadly deliver the

benefits described.

e  Some points of clarification on each
of the options required.

e Any of the options will deliver benefits
for Users and will result in more
accurate data.

o Preference expressed for option 3
although benefits of either of options
1&2 also recognised.

DONG e Considers it appropriate to wait until
CR-02 Energy UK Yes the BSC Workgroup has concluded
Wind Power its review before implementation.

e Also considers that the use of
balancing actions on intermittent
generation in the future could be
reviewed in either the BSC or a Cross
Code working group.
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e Option 3 is preferred as User
systems are already largely in place
and therefore this would provide the
lowest cost option with the least User
disruption.

e An associated change to the BSC
arrangements is required to ensure
that the GC0063 proposals better
facilitate the Grid Code objectives.

e  While any of the proposed solutions
would provide the basis for more
accurate BOA settlement, this is not a
matter solely for BSC governance
arrangements and defining the

CR-03 RWE Yes appropriate data to be used for both

operational and settlement purposes

can be done under Grid Code
governance.

e Any of the proposed solutions need
to ensure that the same data is used
for BOA instruction and BOA
settlement purposes rather than
using PN data for BOA settlement.

e  Therefore, the GC0063 proposals
within the Grid code should be
implemented only when
corresponding BSC arrangements
are concluded.

e The proposed modification to the Grid
Code could be carried out separately
only where indicating headroom
during a BOA to curtail a wind farm.
For any other purpose a
simultaneous change would be
required with the BSC.

e Option 3 is preferred as if specified in
the project design stage of new
projects costs would be minimal and

it best addresses the issue of

SSE : : .

CR-04 ) Yes, broadly confidence in the headroom available

Generation when a wind farm BMU is subject to

BOA.

e If data accuracy under any of the
options is not improved then
replacing an inaccurate PN with an
inaccurately derived PN doesn’t
make sense.

e  Option 3 could be used for BOA
settlement if the level of accuracy
was subject to grid code compliance.
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e Any of the options could be taken
forward independently of subsequent
BSC changes.

e A consistent approach should be
taken by all parties to calculating, and
keeping up to date, MEL and PNs
from Generators with an Intermittent
Power Source and therefore Option 1
is supported. This is because in
principle its sets the requirement for
MEL to be calculated, submitted and
updated on a consistent basis; also
as it retains consistency of data items

CR-05 EON Yes, broadly g/cpr(e):s all generation technology

e Option 2 is in practice similar to
option 1. The SO has not sufficiently
justified the need for an additional
data item under option 3. It is also
unclear how this data differs from the
properly derived MEL under Option 1.

e The conclusion of the Workgroup to
support option 3 was not unanimous
and the benefits comparison table
needs revision to ensure an even
assessment of the options is enabled.

National Grid Comments on Responses

13.2 National Grid would like to thank all of the Workgroup respondents for their
comments regarding GC0063 and their support during the Workgroup
process.

13.3 The responses received are all broadly supportive of the need to improve
the accuracy of PN data for intermittent generation via provision of a Power
Available signal and from this to allow the System Operator to better assess
the available headroom.

13.4 There is no consensus on the way forward; while a majority of respondents
support option 3, the provision of a Power Available signal via SCADA, or
have expressed no clear preference, EON support option 1 (standardisation
of MEL) in the belief that this better achieves a more accurate and consistent
calculation of MEL while not requiring any additional data items. RWE
support option 3 as it would be the least cost option; SSE Generation also
believe that this is the best option to take forward as it best addresses the
requirements and is easy to achieve if specified in the project design phase.

13.5 All respondents agree that an associated change to the BSC is required.
While EON believe that this can be taken forwards independently of Grid
Code changes, and SSE believe that certain circumstances might allow this,
National Grid notes that the other three respondents agree that any BSC
changes should be concluded before any Grid Code change is implemented.

61 of 100

GCO0063 Industry
Consultation

7 March 2014

Version 1.0

Page 61 of 100




14 Consultation Responses

14.1 Views are invited upon the proposals outlined in this consultation, which
should be received by 7™ April 2014. A response proforma is available on
the National Grid website at the following link:

14.2

14.3

http://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/Electricity/Codes/gridcode/workinggroups/Po

wer+Available/

Your formal responses may be emailed to:

grid.code@nationalgrid.com

Responses are invited to the following questions:

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

v)

(vi)

Do you support the proposed implementation approach of 10 business
days following an Authority decision?

Do you believe that GC0063 better facilitates the appropriate Grid Code
objectives?

Do you agree with the deficiencies identified? (i.e. lack of visibility of
headroom for the purposes of holding reserve and frequency response
when wind farms are curtailed and accuracy of PNs for the purposes of
calculating BOA volumes)

While this view was not unanimous, a majority of the respondents to the
Workgroup consultation and National Grid concluded that the option as
detailed in the report that will best address the deficiencies identified is:

Option 3 - Power Available Data via SCADA i.e. the submission of a
Power Available signal as an operational metering signal which would
be fed to the National Grid Control Centre via SCADA with the
redefinition of MEL used to indicate electrically connected capacity.

Do you have a view on this?

The Workgroup recommends that, other than in exceptional
circumstances, this option would only apply to New Generators with a
Completion Date on or after 1 April 2015. Do you have a view on this?

The Workgroup report concludes that the proposed solution for
operational data could equally apply to accurate BOA settlement if
required, however this would need to be progressed through Balancing
and Settlement Code governance arrangements if considered
necessary by BSC parties. Do you have a view on whether the Power
Available proposals within the Grid Code can be carried out separately,
which is the view of National Grid and some of the previous
respondents, or should they be progressed only when any BSC
arrangements are concluded?

If you wish to submit a confidential response please note the following:

(i)

Information provided in response to this consultation will be published
on National Grid's website unless the response is clearly marked
“Private & Confidential”, we will contact you to establish the extent of
the confidentiality. A response marked “Private and Confidential” will
be disclosed to the Authority in full but, unless agreed otherwise, will
not be shared with the Grid Code Review Panel or the industry and
may therefore not influence the debate to the same extent as a non
confidential response.

62 of 100

GCO0063 Industry
Consultation

7 March 2014

Version 1.0

Page 62 of 100




(ii)

Please note an automatic confidentiality disclaimer generated by your
IT System will not, in itself, mean that your response is treated as if it
had been marked “Private and Confidential”.
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Power Available

TERMS OF REFERENCE

Annex 1 - Terms of Reference

nationalgrid

Governance

1. The Workgroup was established by Grid Code Review Panel (GCRP) at the July 2012

GCRP meeting.

2. The Workgroup shall formally repart to the GCRP.

3. The Workgroup shall comprise a suitable and appropriate cross-section of experience
and expertise from across the industry, which shall include:

Name Role Representing
Michael Edgar Chair National Grid
Robyn Jenkins Technical Secretary National Grid
Graham Stein National Grid Representative National Grid
Tony Johnson National Grid Representative National Grid

Steve Lam National Grid Representative National Grid
Andrew Kensley National Grid Representative National Grid

Industry Representative

Transmission Users

Industry Representative

Wind Turbine Manufacturers

Industry Representative

Wind Industry Experts

Authority Representative

Ofgem

Observer

Meeting Administration

4. The frequency of Workgroup meetings shall be defined as necessary by the Workgroup
chair to meet the scope and objectives of the work being undertaken at that time.

o

National Grid will provide technical secretary resource to the Workgroup and handle

administrative arrangements such as venue, agenda and minutes.

o

The Workgroup will have a dedicated section on the National Grid website to enable

information such as minutes, papers and presentations to be available to a wider
audience. The link to the Grid Code Workgroups page is:

hitp://www.nationalgrid.com/ul/Electricity/Codes/gridcode/workinggroups/

7. The Workgroup shall consider and report on the following:

e Clearly define the defect that Power Available attempts to resolve by:
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o Quantifying the current accuracy of FPNs from intermittent generators
o Quantifying the volume of energy curtailed from intermittent generators
Identify how the concept of Power Available can be implemented by:

o Creating a technical standard to calculate Power Available across different
turbine manufacturers

o Identify the method by which data will be collected
o Identify the obligations on wind farms to collate data

o Identify how data will be aggregated and converted into a Power Available
signal

o Assess the accuracy (based on time intervals) required for the provision of such
data

o Identify the technical equipment required
Examine any required information systems changes
Quantify the benefits to wind farms that can be gained from Power Available by:

o Examining the potential volumes of generation that can utilise such a signal for
settlement purposes, within both current and future connections

Review the information that is currently available to wind farm operators and assess
the value of this to National Grid as National Electricity Transmission System
Operator (NETSO).

o Take into account any analysis carried out by the high wind speed shutdown
Workgroup

Identify additional items of information which could be of benefit and assess the value
of providing these to National Grid as NETSO

o Take into account any analysis carried out by the high wind speed shutdown
Workgroup

Assess the investment required to implement a minimal Power Available signal
versus a highly accurate signal aggregated on a per turbine basis

Examine how Power Available will operate under different scenarios such as:
o high wind speed shutdown
o turbine faults

Assess whether retrospective application of Power Available will be appropriate

Assess whether other renewables should be taken into account

. The Workgroup will also:
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e Take account of and feed into the "high wind speed shutdown" work being carried out
under a Grid Code Workgroup

* Take account of the work in G/11 — BM Unit data from Intermittent Generation. This
proposed a concept of calculating a generator’s Maximum Export Limit (MEL) based
on predicted/actual wind speed

+« Take account of relevant international practice and the approach taken in European
Code development.

Deliverables

9. The Workgroup will provide updates and a Workgroup Report to the Grid Code Review
Panel which will:

+ Detail the findings of the Workgroup;

* Draft, prioritise and recommend changes to the Grid Code and associated documents
in order to implement the findings of the Workgroup; and

* Highlight any consequential changes which are or may be required,
* Provide a recommendation on how to progress the solution(s)

Timescales

10. It is anticipated that this Workgroup will provide an update to each GCRP meeting and
present a Workgroup Report to the January 2013 GCRP meeting.

11. If for any reason the Workgroup is in existence for more than one year, there is a
responsibility for the Workgroup to produce a yearly update report, including but not

limited to; current progress, reasons for any delays, next steps and likely conclusion
dates.
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Annex 2 - Proposed Legal Text

This section contains the proposed legal text to give effect to the Workgroup
proposed three options. The proposed new text is in red and is based on
Grid Code Issue 5 Revision 5.

Option 1- Legal Text
PA via Standardised MEL — Option 1

Glossary and Definitions

Power Available A value prepared in accordance with good industry practice,

representing the instantaneous sum of the potential Active
Power _available from each individual Power Park Unit
within _the BM Unit  calculated using any applicable
combination of meteorological (including wind speed),
electrical or mechanical data measured at each Power Park
Unit at a specified time. Power Available shall be a value
of between OMW _ and Registered Capacity which is the
sum of the potential Active Power available of each Power
Park Unit within the BM Unit. A turbine that is not
generating will be considered as not available.

Balancing Codes

BC1.A.13.1

Maximum Export Limit (MEL)

A series of MW figures and associated times, making up a profile of
the maximum level at which the BM Unit may be exporting (in MW -
taking all Plant and weather related conditions into account) to the
National Electricity Transmission System at the Grid Entry Point
or Grid Supply Point, as appropriate.

For a Power Park Module such as a wind farm, the Maximum
Export Limit should reflect the maximum Active Power output from
each Power Park Module based on a profile derived from Power
Available. The availability of any Power Park Unit within a BM
Unit shall be declared by the Generator under BC1.A.1.8.
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Option 2— Legal Text
PA via Dynamic MEL — Option 2

Glossary and Definitions

Power Available A value prepared in accordance with good industry practice,

representing the instantaneous sum of the potential Active
Power _available from each individual Power Park Unit
within _the BM Unit  calculated using any applicable
combination of meteorological (including wind speed),
electrical or mechanical data measured at each Power Park
Unit at a specified time. Power Available shall be a value
of between OMW _ and Registered Capacity which is the
sum of the potential Active Power available of each Power
Park Unit within the BM Unit. A turbine that is not
generating will be considered as not available.

Balancing Codes

BC1.A.1.3.1

Maximum Export Limit (MEL)

A series of MW figures and associated times, making up a profile of
the maximum level at which the BM Unit may be exporting (in MW -
taking all Plant and weather related conditions into account) to the
National Electricity Transmission System at the Grid Entry Point
or Grid Supply Point, as appropriate.

For a Power Park Module such as a wind farm, the Maximum
Export Limit should reflect the maximum Active Power output from
each Power Park Module based on a profile derived from Power
Available which is updated at 10 minute time intervals. The
availability of any Power Park Unit within a BM Unit shall be
declared by the Generator under BC1.A.1.8.
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SCADA Data

Option 3- Legal Text
PA via SCADA, Redefined MEL — Option 3

Glossary and Definitions

Power Available A signal prepared in accordance with good industry practice,

Headroom

representing the instantaneous sum of the potential Active
Power available from each individual Power Park Unit
within _the Power Park Module calculated using any
applicable combination of meteorological (including wind
speed), electrical or mechanical data measured at each
Power Park Unit at a specified time. Power Available shall
be a value between OMW and Registered Capacity which
is the sum of the potential Active Power available of each
Power Park Unit within the Power Park Module. A turbine
that is _not generating will be considered as not available.
For the avoidance of doubt, the Power Available signal
would be the Active Power output that a Power Park
Module could reasonably be expected to export at the Grid
Entry Point or User System Entry Point taking all the
above criteria_into _account including Power Park Unit
constraints such as optimisation modes but would exclude a
reduction in the Active Power export of the Power Park
Module instructed by NGET (for example) for the purposes
selecting a Power Park Module to operate in Freguency
Sensitive Mode or when an Emergency Instruction has
been issued.

The Power Available (in MW) less the actual Active Power
exported from the Power Park Module (in MW).

Connection Conditions

CC.6.5.6

CC.6.5.6 (d)

Operational Metering

In the case of a Power Park Module, an-additional energy input
signals (e.g. wind speed, and wind direction and Power Available)
may be specified in the Bilateral Agreement. For Power Park
Modules with a Completion Date on or after 1 April 2015, a Power
Available signal may also be specified in the Bilateral Agreement.
Where NGET can reasonably demonstrate that a Power Park
Module with a Completion Date prior to the 1st April 2015 has a
significant _effect _on the National Electricity Transmission
System, a Power Available signal may be specified pursuant to the
terms of the Bilateral Agreement. The signals would may-be used
to establish the potential level of energy input from the Intermittent
Power Source for monitoring pursuant to CC.6.6.1 and Ancillary
Services and will, in the case of a wind farm, be used to provide
NGET with advanced warning of excess wind speed shutdown_and
to_determine the level of Headroom available from Power Park
Modules for the purposes of calculating response and reserve. For
the avoidance of doubt, the Power Available signal would be
automatically provided to NGET and represent the sum of the
potential output of all available and operational Power Park Units
within the Power Park Module. The refresh rate of the Power
Available signal shall be specified in the Bilateral Agreement.
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Balancing Codes

BC1.A.13.1

Maximum Export Limit (MEL)

A series of MW figures and associated times, making up a profile of
the maximum level at which the BM Unit may be exporting (in MW)
to the National Electricity Transmission System at the Grid Entry
Point or Grid Supply Point, as appropriate.

For a Power Park Module such as a wind farm, the Maximum
Export Limit should reflect the maximum possible Active Power
output from each Power Park Module consistent with the data
submitted within the Power Park Module Availability Matrix as
defined under BC.1.A.1.8. For the avoidance of doubt, in the case of
a_Power Park Module this would equate to the Registered
Capacity less the unavailable Power Park Units within the Power
Park Module and not include weather corrected MW output from
each Power Park Unit.
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Extract from Bilateral Agreement
Appendix F5 - Schedule 2

Site Specific Technical Conditions - Operational Metering (CC.6.5.6)

update rate or better

Description Units Type Provided by Notes
MW and MVAr for each Balancing Mw Signals to have 0.5 second | User. The  functionality, performance, availability, accuracy,
Mechanism Unit and Station Supplies MVAr update rate or better and dependability, security, delivery point, protocol and repair times of
derived from Boundary Point Settlement provide input to the the equipment generating and supplying the signals (ie the meters
Metering System Ancillary Services and communication links) shall be agreed with The Company at
Monitoring equipment least 12 months before the Completion Date.
Voltage for each generator bay connection | kV Signals to have 0.5 second | User. Note the User shall
to The Company [XXXX] kV substation. update rate or better also make this signal User to provide Single Line Diagram showing location of CT/VT
available at its own Control equipment and nomenclature of HV Apparatus. The Company will
Point for responding to use this information to notify the User of which HV circuit breaker
Voltage Control Instructions and disconnector positions (ie status indications) are required.
from The Company The nomenclature of Users equipment should be in accordance
Frequency Hz Signals to have 0.5 second | User with OC11 of the Grid Code.
update rate or better and
provide input to the
Ancillary Services
Monitoring equipment
Generator circuit HV circuit breaker(s) and | Open/ Status Indication User.
disconnector(s) as agreed with The Closed
Company Indication
Each User transformer Tap Position TPI Tap Position Indication User.
Indication (TPI) at the Grid Entry Point
Representative wind speed and direction of | m/s Signals to have a 5 second | User.
each Power Park Module Degrees | update rate or better
from
North in a
clockwise
direction
Power Available MW Signals to have [5 second] | User Power Available is defined in the Grid Code and is used by The

Company to determine the Headroom available for the purposes
of calculating Frequency response volumes and net System
reserve. An accuracy of X% (to be determined with
manufacturers) would be deemed sufficient for this purpose.
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Annex 3 — Communication methods

Electronic Data Transfer (EDT)

CC.6.5.8 (a) of the Grid Code places an obligation on BM Participants to ensure
appropriate electronic data communication facilities are in place to permit the
submission of data required by the Grid Code to NGET for use in the Balancing
Mechanism. The principle method by which this is achieved is through Electronic
Data Transfer (EDT) which is specified in the Bilateral Connection Agreement and
enables key settlement data to be submitted such as PN's and BOA's. For full
details of EDT, additional information can be obtained from National Grid's website
which is available at:-

http://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/Electricity/Codes/gridcode/ges/ewelecstandards/

Electronic Data Logging (EDL)

CC.6.5.8 (b) of the Grid Code places an obligation on i) any User who intends to
participate in the Balancing Mechanism or ii) any BM Participant who is required to
provide all part 1 Ancillary Services specified in CC.8.1 of the Grid Code to have
appropriate automatic logging devices installed at the Control Point of its BM Units
to submit and receive instructions from NGET as required by the Grid Code. The
principle method by which this is achieved is through Electronic Data Logging (EDL)
which is specified in the Bilateral Connection Agreement and enables instructions to
be issued from NGET to the Generator, for example BOA's or Ancillary Services
Instructions. Equally the User will need to respond to instructions from NGET in
addition to submitting dynamic parameters such as run up / run down rates or
Maximum Import Limits (MIL) or Maximum Export Limits (MEL). For full details of
EDL, additional information can be obtained from National Grid's website which is
available at:-

http://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/Electricity/Codes/gridcode/ges/ewelecstandards/

Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA)

Supervisory Control and Data Acquisition (SCADA) is the principle way in which
NGET receives operational metering data at its control centre for the purposes of
operating the Transmission System in real time. In general, User's of the
Transmission System will need to provide operational metering signals (in respect of
their plant) in accordance with the terms of the Bilateral Agreement. For a wind farm
this would include data such as MW's, MVAr's, voltage, tap position, wind speed and
wind direction. These signals will then interface to the nearest Transmission
substation from where the Transmission Owner will provide the SCADA outstation
interface equipment. These operational metering signals, together with additional
transmission system data signals are then routed back to the National Electricity
Control Centre.

GCO0063 Industry
Consultation

7 March 2014

Version 1.0

Page 72 of 100

72 of 100



Operational Metering Schedule
Appendix F5 - Schedule 2

Site Specific Technical Conditions - Operational Metering (CC.6.5.6)

each Power Park Module

Degrees from North in a

clockwise direction

update rate or better

Description Units Type Provided by Notes
MW and MVAr for each Balancing Mw Signals to have 0.5 second User. The  functionality, performance, availability,
Mechanism Unit and Station Supplies MVAr update rate or better and accuracy, dependability, security, delivery point,
derived from Boundary Point Settlement provide input to the Ancillary protocol and repair times of the equipment
Metering System Services Monitoring generating and supplying the signals (ie the meters
equipment and communication links) shall be agreed with The
Voltage for each generator bay connection | kV Signals to have 0.5 second User. Note the User shall also Company at least 12 months before the Completion
to The Company [XXXX] kV substation. update rate or better make this signal available at its Date.
own Control Point for responding
to Voltage Control Instructions User to provide Single Line Diagram showing
from The Company location of CT/VT equipment and nomenclature of
Frequency Hz Signals to have 0.5 second | User HV Apparatus. ~ The Company will use this
update rate or better and information to notify the User of which HV circuit
provide input to the Ancillary breaker and disconnector positions (ie status
Services Monitoring indications) are required. The nomenclature of
equipment Users equipment should be in accordance with
Generator circuit HV circuit breaker(s) and | Open / Closed Status Indication User. OC11 of the Grid Code.
disconnector(s) as agreed with The Indication
Company
Each User transformer Tap Position TPI Tap Position Indication User.
Indication (TPI) at the Grid Entry Point
Representative wind speed and direction of | m/s Signals to have a 5 second User.

Note: For the avoidance of doubt the term ‘Boundary Point Metering System’ is that as defined in the Balancing and Settlement Code. In the event that any part of the User's Operational Metering

equipment, including the communications links to The Company’s [XXXX]kV substation fails, then the User will be required to repair such equipment within 5 working days of notification of the fault

from The Company unless otherwise agreed. The User shall also provide facilities to allow The Company to monitor the health of the Operational Metering equipment up to the Grid Entry Point
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Annex 4 — Workgroup Consultation Responses

CR-01 ScottishPower

GCHEs Power Avallable

Incustry parties are imviied o respand io this consuRation expressing Melr views and supplhing
the rationaie for thosa views, particulany In respact of any specific questions detalied Deiow.

Please send your responses by 27 January 2014 to Srd Codedinationaigrid com. Pleasa

note that any responses recalved after the deadline or sent to 3 dfferent emal address may
not recatve due conskderation.

Reepondent Siman Red, SmoopelEr eI scoTEn0oWar com
+4d FTOZ 804 230

Company Kame: ScoishPower

Do you support the propossed
impiamentation approach of 10
business days following an
Auinority dectabond
Do you belleve that GCO0ES batter | ves
faciifates the appropriats Grid
Cods objeciives? For refevence te appicatie Grid Code ohlectves
ars:

{T) 0 permit the develspment, mainfenance and
operation of an eMclent, coominated and
BConNdmical sy siem for the ransmission of
lectchy;

{11} $o faciiate cOmpetiton i the genaration and
supply of efectriclly (and withou! ITstng the
foregaoing, to faciiate e natonal eecricky
ransmission system being made avalatée fo
peErsons authorsed fo SLUpRly o gensrEle elecmicly
R fEims Which nedher prevent nor resri
COmpeLion i the supply or penaraon of
BIECTICY),

(W) Fubject 1o SUd-paragrapns (1) and (i, ©
promate the securfly and efciency of the elecricly
generation, EnsmIssion and disrbubion Systems
in the natonal electriclly rEnNsMEssion Sysfem
operator ares faken a5 § whoke; and

{iv) fo emcienty discharge the obigaions Imposed
upan the Mcenses by s NCEnSe and io comply
with the Eleciricity Reguiation and any relevant
legaly binoing decisions of e Eurspean
Commission andir e Agency.

1afs
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Do you agres with the deficlanciss
dentifsd?

(Le. lack of vislblity of haadroom
for purposss of  holding
reserve and frequency responss
whan wind farms are curtalbed and
accuracy of PHe for the purposss
of calculating BOA volumes)

¥es

Do you a%r:a wih  the
conclusions of the report that any
of the proposed soluflons
joptions 1, 2 & 3) for operational
dats could equally apply to
gocurats  BOA  setflemant W
reguired, howsver this would
nesd fo be progressed throwgh
Batancing and Seftlement Code
governancea arrangements IF this

Wwas considersd necessary by

BSC partas?

¥ES With appropnafe Ndusiny consiiation.

Do you have a view on whether
the Power Avallable proposals
within the Grid Code can be
carrad out of shoubd
be progressed only when any
BSC amrangaments are
cmcludad?

[hiofe fat the 50 beleves that Mese
can be done separately ¥ deemsd

apovopdiate, however 3 Wovkgroup

CONSEnsus was nol achieved on this

pain]

The power Svalshe popossis showd ol e
progressed when B20 amangements are In piEce

of the threa g outlined
apaln below and detalled in the

Workgroup report, which do you
think best addreszes the

daTiClenc e ldentifed,
conzidering both milgation of
thass and Implamantation?

Can you give reasons for your
preferencs?

Optlon 1 - Standan@sation of MEL
which would reguire a vale that
would De expectad to wvary wih
forecast wind oufme, where e
update frequency was a varabie o
b2 detemmined oy the User,

Oplion 2 - Dyramic MEL (Power
Avalable used to calcuiate MEL),

wiih an updaie frequency of [10

AN aptions sadress the Jefichancy ioenttied
throwgh 3 combination oF coR, ease of
iImpiemantation fansparency’ Snd overal benafs.

Cpthan T | befieve that e S0 wil ain substandal
benafts in ferms of cakoulation of headroom from
this option and thaf these may oy be dampened
by the refresh rate and triggers for resuhmission
being inconsistent

Option 2 requires an increase ki dafa fows and he
management of thewm, | 00 ROt KNow i inis 5
Sgnmcant. However the reguianty may nat bring
any Dencsils in s own Fight. Confidence in Option
1 or 2 Wil be samed and cannot be faken for
gramed

2ol 5
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MINAEE], and

Option 3 - Power Avallabie Data via
SCADA Le. the submission of a
Power Avallable signal as an
operational meterng signal which
would be fed b Me Natonal Grid
Confrol Centre via SCADA with the
redefintion of MEL used 1o indicate
iectrically connecied capacity.

Oiotion 3 WA Oiption 3 ¥ &5 nof Clear reaging fhe
iega) Bt how TSN Or ransmssion
COnStralis Would be factored info fhe cakowation of
Power Avaliale vsing the avalapiity of the
ingfvidual furbines? Piould an atemalfie IT
piatform Mke Tib Messaging o samethng eise
retfier fian fom SCADA sysiam be & cholkoe for
this option?

Fior Opéion 1; (Standardisation of
MEL opdon)

What costs do you envizage
this Imposing?

Can provide an
lrl-ul-::u??mmﬂm sieps and
coats mesded to apply this
optien? W necessary,
lﬂdbﬂiﬁﬂtﬁﬂ'ﬁl‘ﬂlﬁlﬂ
sitelazaet ags specific.
What process do  you
envizags to mplemsant this
optien? For sxampls, how
frequandly would MEL be

upated, o whai would
intiate Genarator to

unpekata?

NO CoSts information Svaladie af this fime.

For Option 2: (Dynamic MEL

ot}

= What coats do you envisage
thi= Imiposing 7

Can you provide an
Indication of the steps and
costs nesded fo apply? If
nacagsary, Indicate whether
this ks siteiasset age
specifc.

What frequancy of updats
would you conshder to ba
appropriata?

Ho costs infornation Svaliishie af this fima

Freguancy of update sppears from the consutation
infoymation fo be ppropriate & 10 minwes.

For the SCADA based optlon 3

= What costs do you envisags

this imposing 7

Can you prowide an

Indication of the stepas and

coste nesdsd to apply? W

necagsary, Indlcats whsther

thie 1z sitsdassst  age
specific.

What freaquency of updats do
think hven
gxlzting SCADA data

Mow update fo the aysism

oparator and fthe raport

g=aesament of a 10 mimes
data update frequency?

Mo costs infornation svalishie af this fime.

Freguancy of update sppaars from the consultation
Infoymation fo be appropriate & 10 minwes.

daf s
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=« Cam you |prowide an
Indication of the steps and
costs nesded fo apply a
retroapective Power
Avaliabla slgnal wla SCADA
and the cosis thai this might

This wou'd need D consdersd in Bt aff speciic
indhdoual sife osts and benefis defved

Invobe?  If  necesaary,
indicate whsther fthis s
altedasaet apecificd
Do you agres with the bemefa | ... .o ooy cesrement al of the optons couls
Py deffver beneflts In e aress stated
Do thiey apply sgually (or af all) to
aach I mot please
elaborate.
P B mt i I3 the responsiDiRy 5 on the S0 o Leise e

Al @ high level, e proposais
discussed as part of this Poaer

Avalable Workgroup would help fo
faciitate:

« The eMdent nbegration,
participation and operation of
renewable generation into e
enangy marke?;

= The opportunity for renewable
generation to eam addtonal
reverues from the proviskon of
Baancing  Sendces,  for
EMampie reserve, Bl Offer
Accentances  (B0As] and
fraquency response;

= FRaduction In T need to take
actions from ot of ment
altematives:

« Enhanced system securlty by
proviging more opfions fol the
provision of balancing services,
Pﬂ'ﬂ'lllla'r]' i regb:r.a where
255 generation with
confroliabie fuel sources s
Fvalanie:

« Improved sysiem reshlence as
peneiration  of  renswable
generation  hcreases and
fherefore  capacty  for
renewable generation; and.

« More eMclent operaton of the
sysiem allowing al BSUoS
payers i benefit from reduced
costs of ®me  balancing
mechanism.

duidiiional information 55 desipned

dafs
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Do you have any additlonal
commenta’?

Mone 3t s tme
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CR-02 DONG Energy UK Wind Power

Grid Code Workgroup Consultafion Response Proforma

GC00ES Power Avallable

Indlusstry parbes are imied o respond 1o this consuliation expressing helr Views and supplying
the rationaie for those views, particulany In respact of any spacinic questions detalled Deiow.

Please sand your respanses by 277 January 2014 to Srd.Coded@nationaignid com. Please
note that any responses recelved after the deadline or sent 10 3 dfferent emal andress may
not recalve due consideration.

Raspondsnt Hannah Moknney
07878654037

Company Name: DOMNG Energy UK
Wind Power

Do you support the propossad For DONG Enengy this imefsme would seem
Impeamentation approach of 10 Scfievaiie on Mitisl as5essment. However, we

business days Tollowing an WoulD reserve the right to reconsider Mis aspect

Authority deciabon? following mone gefalied analysls of the Costs and
the Implementation practicailies imioived (this is
Curmently wndsrvay .

Do you belleve that GCO0E3 better | For reference the appicable Giid Code odlechives
faciliiates the appropriate Grid ans:

Code objectivaa? (1} to permit the development, maintenance and
operation of an efMdcent, coordinated and
economical system for he ransmission of
electricity; Wi support Matlonal GriTs Comments
a5 fescribed in the consuitsion

(¥} 10 Faciitate compstition in the generation and
suppiy of alectriciy {and without Emiting the
forenoing, to faciltate the national siechiclty
transmission sysiam baing made avakable to
persons authorisad fo supply or ganarale elecinicity
on f2nres which neithear [H'E'l'E'I'lt nor resimct
comgpetition in the suppey or generation of
eleciriciy); We suppor! NStonal Grid's comments
a5 described In the consuliadon.

(1) subject to sub-paragraphs () and (1), to
promote the securtty and efMclency of the electricty

gensraiion, transmission and disTibutlon systems
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In the national electricty transmission system
operator area taken as 3 whole; and We suppart
National Grid's comments a5 described i the
consuliEtion.

(W} fo eMiciently discharge the obilgations Imposed
upon e ficenses by this license and to compiy
with the Eectricity Requiation and any relevant
legaily binding cecislons of the Eurapean
Commission andicr e Agency. We support
Mational Grid's comments 35 described in the
cansutistion.

Do you agres with the defclancias
identifed?

{Le. kack of wislbllity of headroom
for the purposss of  hobding
reserve and Traquency responss
when wind fanms m;uurl:alad and
accuracy of PNs for the purposes
of calculating BOA volumss)

Oversil We agres with the defickencies kentied
Firstty. this I5 on the basis of paining a mare
accurate wew of MEL, whather this Is chieved via
a standardisation methodology, 35 per Option 1 ar
Option 2, or an expict Power Avallabie snal
direct to MGET: a5 per Opfion 3. Elther of these
would 3ppear fo be an improvement on the cument
SUEON.

A secandary benellt of this wouwld be the podential
fior more accwale farecasting of aperationsy data
such 35 PNs. Although PN accuracy Is perhiaps
Subordingde here, e histoncal mean PN Exiowing
ENTOV For wind B of 15.0% ceardy demonsiaies
8 need for 335855mant of poiential MEsuUres for
mpvoyement

Plogse se8 refaied COMmmEends in this FEEFEIII'.I.I'I'HI'E\"
the foliowing two questions.

Do you  agree  with  the
concluskons of the report that any
of  ths d solflons
joptions 1, 2 & 3) for oparational
data could equally apply to
gocurats  BOA  sefflemant I
requirsd, howsawsr th!ﬂmmid
ne¢d fo be progressged through
Balancing and Seftlsmant Cods
governance amangamsents IF this
was considersd necessary by

BSC partles?

A5 ahowe, we agree that a subsidary Impact of the
PrRaoaSed Sodfans could resctt in move accuate
operafional dafa swch a5 PNs. This should in fum
faciitate more accurate BOA seffiement and
minimise the pofental of under or ower fajyment for
bafancing actians undertzken by Infermitent
QENSIE0E.

Assuming, a5 suggested, that fhe System Operator
wil bicrease £5 use of hakicing Sctons on
intzrmitient generation in the fufure, and
imparanty, the impdcations this may have for
PPAS, I would seem aporopriate for shis o be
reviewsd wa the BSC or 3 Cross Code working
groug.

2ata
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Plozsa see relgfed comments balow,

Do you have a view on whether
fha Power Avallabls proposals
within the Grid Code can be
carried out separaiely or should

ba ssed only whan any
BSC arrangamesnts are
Ccomcluded?

[Mofe fhaf the 30 beleves thal Hese
can be done separately ¥ deemed

aporopriate, however &
CONSENsUS Was not Schieved on this

painij

We belleve i would Seem appropriate fo walt und!
the BSC workgroup has conciuded B3 review. This
is because operstional ot and sefiament dafa is
inevitably Bnked and this propasal seeks fo
introduce new data wilsed in balancing acfions.
Another sption may be 1o i s proposal (35
much as can be eg., ieaving ot settemeant
considarations) In paralel to the BSC.

EXher option should fuly sonskder the Imprcations
for those wing projects that have PPAs In piace

0f the fthres opbons  outlined
agaln below and ostalled in the
Workgroup report, which do you
think  best  addresses  the
daflclencles ldentifed,
considering both miglgaton of
thass and Implemantation ¥

Can you give ressona for your
prefersncs?

Opilon 1 - Standardeation of MEL
which would reguire a value hat
would De expected to vary with
forecast wind oupr, whers the
update frequency was 3 vanabie 1o
b2 detemnined by the User;

Option 2 - Dyramikc MEL (Power
Avdlable wsed 1o caficuiate MEL)
wiih an update frequency of [10
minuies] ard

Option 3 - Power Avallabie Dats via
SCADS e the submission of a
Powsr Awvallable signal a3s an

operational metering signal wnich
would be fed to Me Natonal Grig
Confrol Centre wia SCADA with the
redefirition of MEL used i ndicate
sieciricaly connected capacity.

From a smail wing f3rm cperaior perspective
Option 135 & Is cmently proposed Wouid seem [o
best sgdress the gefickncies leniied because &
appears Me most Nexibie of the cphions for
QENSrators. It allows the provision of WEL updstes
io be re-submied manusly a5 and When
appropviste. This flexitvity could thenefore meet the
neads af dferenf Sized wind famms. & also doesnt
resnct e number of updates swah thal s can be
at the gvscrefion ar capahifrnesd of e indhidual
Wind fam.

However, we to recognise that Option T does ot
expliciy chligate penersiors & considar
FESULYTITERG thedr MEL 3t cerfain infervals following
a change In forecast oudput. We do beleve there
should be such a requirement which could fake the
Foliowing formL For example, the wind genarator
would be cbligated to consider resubmirting thelr
MELs 3t 3 defined minimum inferval but no
FEquirement to updafedreiresh I there i no
signMicant change fo the cutput in Ine with good
industry pracice. W believe this could provide a
Agure which is sufMiciently robus fo be refiable but
not averly burdensome.

in fenmsE of the Sosts of Amvemeniaion we bedeyss
that oplicn 1 wowd appear not to impose
disproporionate CoSSs on those smaler wingd fam

Operans whist proswiding or afiowing Janger wind
operafors o update andior insiall awtomated

sysiems

For DONS Enangy speciicaly, Opfion 3 would e
the option we woull supporf 25 fis both agdresses
the oeficencies keniifed (35 noded above) and

JeesnT apher (Dased o Inlia) review) fo Ampose

Jafa
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adational costs or Systems necessanly. THS Is on
the basls fhaf we wowd seek fo Infegrate ils wikth
the existing dafa-exchangs Sanices Delween us
and the S0 for exampe. Themefom, we beleve this

should he reasonably straighffonaard - please aiso
EEE oL COMMENts o queshion 0.

We woug ."IIJ'H'E“."EH':, resanse the r.'g."rr:-r-re-:m.ﬁn'-er
this aspect following more detalied analysls of the
costs invoived [This 5 CUTEndy undenvay).

Fior Cpflon 1; (Standardisation of
MEL op&oni

What costs do you snvisage
this Imposing ?
Can you proside an
Indication of the ateps and
coats nesded fo apply this
opion? I necsssany,
Indic-ata whether this la
sitelassst age specife.
What process do you
envisags to Implement this
option? For axampls, how
frequenty would MEL be
. OF 'What woukd
m a Gensrator to
Lipeate ?

Fior Opilon 2; (Dynamilc MEL

option)

»  What costs do you envisage
this imiposing ?

«  Can you provide an
indication of the ateps and
cogts nesded to Ir
necessary, Indicate whather
this i sitafazast age

apecific.

Wihat frequency of uptsts
would you conslder fo ba
appropriate?

For the SCADA based option 3

What coats do you envizags

this Imposing?

Can you prowide  an

Indication of the stapas and

costs nesdsd to apply?

mecessary, Indicats whether
thiz s sitelassst apge
apecifc.

Wihat frequency of a0
think given
gxlzting SCADA dafa

Mow update fo the aystem

oparztor and the report

DOMNG Energy has in princiie an Avakabie Power
Estimaior (APE) Signal fom Siemens on ak
rLnning turbines. The g & caiciiated on & running
basls and could be made svadahie on the OPC
dita siream from the park phol. The qualty of the
signal Is curently not Ay understood bR on
resent pamk svalualions (Anhok) we found a very
GO pEMammance of <2-55% e on SVerage.

Cwmenty, for our Danish DDEStons, we an
requived fo delver APE once a day with Smin
resaitdion ta the TSO. The delvery of the sipna)l
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assesamant of a 10 minuts
data update fraquency?
= Cam you |provide an
Imdication of the steps and
coste nesded fo apply a
ctive Powar
Avallabls zignal wa SCADA
and the coats that this might
Invokes? Ir .
Indicats wheiner thiz s
alitsdasact specific?

cowd be dane more freguently 35 we aieady
exchange data with he TSO providing dvect

access fo the park pllof OPC data and the data
exchanges every 5 minufe. The fypical park piois
iogs data every 10minute. However, the APE signai
is cumently not logged In the 10min scaga system
2CrEs al soMware versions.

ion the basks of the above and in paticuiar the
fevel of dala SCCUMacy CLATENIY we Can provide mis
in fha LR

To minimyze cost related o EI‘E.’I-E'.’I:E‘E thi's shoovd
be Integrated with an existing data-sxchange
services DewWesn Us 25 3 generator and S0,
thersfore the system e OFTO SCADA system
wolft require reconfiguring to pick up the oniine
signal and Infegrate info the appicable rea-fime
system.

Post appropriate tag identMcation i 15 estimated
{very approx.) that 10-154rs of IT from Siemens
woufd be required per sfeiasset fo secure the APE
signal ato the OPC stream of the rear-ime
aperafion system. We cLmenty do not have &
quotes for this work from Slemens - thersfore cost
infmation TBC.

Please note Mat this |5 our hgh level predminary
SaSEsEMEnt and we are EI..'.'T'E'I"I!I].‘ nm‘a'.:hpmre
detall i terms of costs and mplemeniation
considerations for the UK. We Mensfore resene
the Hignt & Feconskier this a5pect fllowing mare
detabied analysis of fhe costs involed and wil
provide Bz & you when compiete.

Do you agres with the banefia
propossd below?

N o At phid
o 55
slaborate.

Proposad Benslits

Al a high leval, the proposais
discussed 35 part of this Power
Avaliable Workgroup would help 1o
faciliate:

= The efdent Integration

This pene®! could be achieved under ail options

aasuming he redeiinition of MEL, inclucing refresh

cafa
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parficipation and operabion of
renewable generation Into the
ENSNTy Market,

= The opposunity for renewable
generation o eam addbona
revenues from the provision of
Balancing  Senvices,  for
BMATpiE Teserve, Bid Offer
Acceptances  (DOAs)  and
fraquency responss;

= Reguction In Me need 10 take
aclions fTrom owd of ment
altesnatives;

= Ennanced sysiem securlty by
providing more options for e
provision of balancing services,
paricularly In regions where
IS generation with
coninoliabde Ml sOWCES IS
avalanle

= Improved system resblence as
pengiration of  renewabls
gensration  noreasss and
tharzfore capacly Toir
renewable generation; and

= More efclent operation of e
sysiem alowing al BSUaS
payers 1o benefit from reduced
costs of e balancing
mechanism.

imiEnva rales, provioe a suclently robust signal
and infarmation to the System Cperafor

As above, the materiaiy of this opporturity will of
cowse depend on the System Operator reeds in

tarms of balancing actions over time, In particivar
Lilising istermstent genaration for reserve and

frequency Fesponse In 3aokion 1 managing
Speciic sysiem constraints, 85 per the cument

practice. Please 58e our relaied Wews in ifie
Additional Commenis’ seciion heiow

This beneft could be recognised under all options
assuming the redefnition of MEL, including refresh
interval rades, provide a sumiciently robust signal
and information fo the System Cperator.

A5 300w, We node however, the iack of furiher
information on this perceived baneft and the
amers Bsted) means & [s (NCLI [0 Sccuraiely
353855 and will rely maknly on the System Opevator
ko feedback this Information &0 industry.

Plaase 568 OUF refated vews In the ‘Addtona)
Comments” section below

A5 aboie

Do you have any addificnal
comments?

It wouid e helpful 1o unoersiand how the PA
signals {revised MEL) and operational data such a5
forecast PHs would be utilsed by the System
Cperator in fems of f05e decisions and chions
taken in respect of the B, For exampie, for
frequEnCy respONse and diTerences with achions
Eﬂﬁﬂmrmtmﬂm.

Bora
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CR-03 RWE

GC0EE Power Avallabde

Industry partias are inviied to respand o thes consuftation expressing Meir views 2nd supplying
the ragionaia for those visws., perbculany in respect of emy Specic ouastans dal=led Delow.

Flease sand your rasponses by 27™ January 2014 o Grid. Cocadnalionalgrid com. Fiasss
nole that eny responses recelved sfer the deadling or sant 10 2 dfferen] emal aodrass may

nof recafva due consideration.

Respondent:

Jonn Narbury
Mework Connections Manager
AWE Supply & Trading GmuH
Winomil Hill Business Park
Whitenis Way

Swindon SNG P8

T 244 (0)1792 B9 2667

M +44 [0}7795 354 282

jon.NorbUry @ we.Com

COMmpamy Hame:

AWE group of UK companies, including RWE
Mpowar pic, AW E Npower Renewsdles Limiad
and AV E Suppy & Traoing GmbH

Do you suppEont the proposad
implementation approach of 10
business days following an
Authority geciskon?

We agre= wiih ihe recommendaiion gQren in
Paragraph 11.9 that the taxt of fie Grid Code
changes be mpiemaniad winin 10 busnass days
rlil-lﬂll'll'l'ﬁ an Aumority decision. HOwWSEer our
suppart far this is subject o the recommendation
gen in Paragraph 10.11 hat e d=te al
epplicabiity will depand on the asoptad soluton
end thal e Bkedy time Trame would be 12 o 24
monihs.

Do you believe that GCO0E3 beter
facilika®es the approprias Grid
Code obpcives?

For refarance e appiicabis Grid Code phjecivas
arec

{1} fo parmif the deveiopmant mainisnance snd
operanon of an amcien!, coorainaned and
BCONOMICE Sysiem for the ransmission of
gisciicity;

i} o el e compediion in the gensraton and
uppy of eecinoly (snd without imitng the

toregoing, io fachiate Me natonal slectrialy
Iransmission sysiom helng mads a/aiiaire [

persans Auhonsed [0 SLnpiy OF generais aacmoly

faols
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an lerms which nather orevent nor resnc
competiion in the suppl or generation of
siscinciy);

¥} subject 1o sub-paragraphs (1f and 1), to
promobs ihe sscunty and efgancy of the siecincily
gﬁ"l-EI’&b'.‘ﬂ ransmission and gisimbudon &'EH'I?JE
in the nEdond sfecincly Fansission sysiem
Operalor area [SRen 35 3 whnae; and

{iv) o efiganty dischargs the abiigations impossd
wpon ihe icensee by ihis Icanse and ko compl
Wil the Elecmaly Reguisiion and sry reicvant
fiagaly hindng decisions of the Europssn
Commission andfor the Agency.

mmeabsmmanﬁﬁnmladmargalnma
BS(C arrangaments we sre not Estisfiad that the
proposed chanpe GCO0ED batter Taciitates he
Grid Code objacives.

Do you agres with the deflciencies
idemified?

{Le. lack of visibility of headreom

for the purposes of hoiding
mserve and fregquency response
when wind farms are curtalled and

accuracy of PNs for the purposes
of calculating BOA volumses)

We agrea wiih the deliciancies identified in
Paragraph 6. We Bis0 consider et 1ha Innenan|
difficulty i achieving comalaiion bebaesan PH dale
and cuthen generation [and nat iack of “accuracy™)
far imermitient generation resulls in PN dalz, &=
trealed under the Grid Coda, hal & nol BwWeEys
Ikely to ba AL for purpesa In eems of the User
informing Mational Grd of predicled output and &=
& basis for BOA sattement

Do you agree whh the
conclusions of the report thas any
of the sad  soluslons
{optiens 1, 2 & 3} for operadonal
data CoOuUld equally apply o
accurate BOA sewement K
mguired, however this would
mead o be progressed shrough
Balancing and Setlement Code
JUVETNENCE arangements H this
was consldered necessary by

BSC partfes?

'We assume thal this queshion redars o Paragraph
1.B (Exacufve SUmImary) 55'we ara unabie o find
refaranca b any conclusions in ha repart.

This being the case, we agrea Mat &ny of tha
proposad SOIUNONS WOUKS provids [Ne Dasis for
more accurale BOA saftiement, o 8 greater or
lessar axtant. However, we do nol nacessarnly
conEeider ingl this £ a matler sokaty Tor 820
pIVEMance amangamants. The isanbfad
deliciencias damonsirale that PH o=is i uniikedy
b mlways it far punpoess in recpect o inbammitbant
genarabion and, &= such, 1l s probably appropnale
Lo imentry &rd oafine the apgropriats daka 1o b=
usad for both operational 2nd sattiement purpasss
undar Grid Code govwemance.

Do yoi hawe a view on whether

We ara concermad thal ak the proposed solufions

2ol
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the Power Avallable proposals
whhin the Grid Code can b=
carmed out separassly Of shoukd
be progmssed only when any
BSC arrangements an
conclizdgad?

JNota that tha 30 belaves hat these
can be done separatay If deswmed

, howevar 3 WOrkgroup
COnsansus was nol aoivered on this
paired]

produca data ko be used oy Netional Grid for BOA
InsFuCHON pUNpoSas whits! PN data conbnues to be
u=ad Ior BOA salfiement PUPaEES. ‘We considar i
essontial ihat the same data is used Tor both
FMpoEaE. Whist we &re unclaar ol he axbent 1o
which Nalional Grid currently uses PN oata for
intarmétiant ganaration, if s dificult fo undersiEnd
how the preparation and trasfment of PN dats and
efficiancy of BOA payments under the BSC would
improve should tha usa of PN deta ba further
marginalizad by Nathonal Grid.

We are mersfore of the vew (hal the Power
Avatable proposals within the Grid code shoukd be
implemented out ony' when comesponding BSC
grangaments ere conciuded.

0 the thmes E‘HﬂME ouglined
agaln below and detalied in the
Workgroup meport which do you
think best addresses  the
geflckencles identfad,
considering both milgation of
these and Implemantation?

Can you give reasons for your
preference?

Option 1 - Standardisation of MEL
which woud reqgure a vaue 1hat
woukd De eopeciod [0 ¥arry wih
forecast wind oulpul, whera the
prale rfEIII:I.I-E'I'er' W3E B varisbia o
ba detanmined oy he User;

Option 2 - Dynamic MEL [Power
Avaleble used 0 calcuiale MEL),
win an updata Fequency of [10
minuias]; and

Opton 3 - Povwear Avallabie Data via
SCADA e the submesslon of &
Power Avalabie Eifjnal 35 an

operational metarng signal which
woukd be fad o e Mafonal God

Control Cente wis SCADA with e
redaliribion of MEL used i indcale

Of 1he INree ORNONS PrOpased, we would preder
Option 3 — Power Avaliahle via SCADA. Wae note
the currant 1ack of Clarly regarmng wealhar

comecton of MEL dats and weicome he proposa
that iha MEL submission represants the avallabie

capaty oniy.

Compared 1o Opbons 1 and 2, User Sysiems ane
iready largedy in placa to prowide the nacessary
dats end thevefore Opson 3 would provide tha
lowest cost oplicn with least Usar disnplon

glacinicaly conneciad capaciy.
For Opslon 1: (Standardisation of | Cost mliommation nod Svalabie at this tme b
MEL option] enpecied to be greater f1an hat for COption 3
+ What costs do you emvisage
this iImposing?
« Can you provide an
Indication of the 5&ps and

costs neaded to apply this
option? H necessary,

dals
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Indicate whether this Is
sl asset age spacific

« Wha process do  you
emvisage to Implement this

option? For exampie, how
frequentty would MEL be
updated, of what would
Inklase & Generator o

updara?
For Opslon 2: {Dynamic MEL Cost imionmation nol ewakable at this Gme bl
opticn) expecied o be significanty graster than that for
*  What cosss do you enwisage | ogiion 2
this Imposing?
«  Canyou provide an

Indicaticn of the Seps and
costs needad 1o apply?

, Indicase whether
this Is she/asset age
spachic.

»  What frequency of updars
would you consider 1o be
approprize 7

For the SCADA Dased optlon 3:

*  What costs 40 you envisage
this Imposing?

*» Can you provide a&n
Indication of the steps and
costs needad o apply? W
necessary, Indicate whether
this Is ske/asset ape
Speoiflc.

+  What frequency of update do
you think appropriate given
the exlsting SCADA deta
fiow upda®e w the sysem
operator and twhe report
assessment of a 10 minue
data updae frequency?

« Can you |provide Bn
Indication of the steps and
costs nesded to apply a
retrospe cive Powear
Avallable signal via SCADA
and the cosss that this might
Invove? K  necessary,
Indlcare whather this Is
she/asseq spaciic?

Cost information nod avalable at this bme b
enpecipd 1o be less Ean thst for Cotion 1 or 2

Do you agree whh the benefiis
proposed below?

Do they apply egqually {or ag all) o
each option? H not please
alaborae.

Proposad Baneflis

Al 8 high lewal he proposss

W agresa hal the isenbfed Danaiils may be
realsed by the propased change but Bry such
banalis ara likely Lo ba oifsed by furihar
ineficiencias crealed in the BOA paymant
mechanism, which would conbinue 1o be basad on

ELOmEted P data.

dalk
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meciEsad 5= parl of this Power

Avalable Woarkgroup would halp fo
Tacil=ie:

Tne efcent  niegrebon,
participalion end operation af
raneswable generation into the
arangy market;

The opporiunily for renewsbie
generation bo eam adotional
ravenues from the prowision af
Balncing  Senices,  for
aXEmpia reserve, Bad  Offer
Acceplamces  (BOAE) and
iraguency resparss;

Aaduction i e need o ake
actions from out ol ment
allermial e,

Ennanced sysiem sacurty by
prowiding more options for he
provision of Dalancing senvices.
particulaty In regions  where
Ia5s generation wih
conmirodlabie el =s0wcEs B
FveElabie;

Improved sysiem resiience B
pengdration of  renewsbie
generalion  increases end
tharafore capacty far
ranewable generstion; and.

Mora afcient [ﬂ}E’lE'l'EI'I'I ol e
system sliowng 3l BSUoS
pEyars Iz Denefil from meducad

coEts of e balsncng
mechanism.

Do you have amy additonal
COMIMEnts?

i would be haiphul 1o understand the cumeant /
potental usstuiness within the balsncng
mechanism of PN and MEL dals submittad for
intermifiar genaralion end whetiher the use of ihis
data calagory & and is Tkely 1o remean Tt far
purposa with &n Incressing wolume of misnmiment
penaraton.. if would atsa be hedpiul to battar
undarsiand Mational Grid's role i forecasing
intarmitiant ganaration End whether & more formal
role of caniral forecasting woukd provide 3 more
etticiant Soiutkan 100 e Nausiry.

Bals
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CR-04 SSE Generation

Grud Code Workgroup Consulistion Hesponse Prolorma

G082 Powe 1 Avallahds

Industry perbies are inviled io respond 1o this consulialion expressing Melr ews End supphing
lha rationaie for thosa views, partculany in respect ol &y specific guasiions dalziled Delow.

Please sand your respanses by 27™ January 2014 io Grid Cocegnationslgnd com. Fiease
nole ihat any responses received afer e deadline or sent 1o 3 dfterent emak acdress may
nol recane due CONSOeration.

Respondent: Campoell McDonald, 01738 453434 07767
852614, campbal modongidieezn pom
Company Name: S5E Gonarahon Lo, Keadby Generation Lid,

Medway Powear L0, Ussmouth Power Comgey
Lid and SSE Aenswshle Holdings Lid

Do you suppon the proposed Mo. Wi respect bo Opticns 1 and 2 he requirad
implementation approach of 10 | changes or addiions 10 cperational [T systams wil
business days following an lzke tme 0 go irough B change confrol
Authority deciskon? processes. n that # will need Ume fo specily,

PIMEUre, |I'ITF‘-E’|TIEI"I1 Brd COMMHSSEon W O
Emendad Ej'EIE'ITE Should s requiremsani bDe
eppiled retrospectively, Implementstion ima frame
shoud be =t least 12 months? Weh respecl o
Oplicn 3 we consider this cblgation should De
epplied 10 new pgenarators cormectng ater &
spacified date, sugpaston Apri 2015, sllowing tme
mmmammmrmtmmame
SUppY conyack

Do you belleve that GC0063 beter | We believe at ony part of Me objecive of GG
facilizaies the appropriase Grid D063 betier faciifates the grid code objachves
Code obECIVes? improving (ha confidence of the Syslem Oparator
In the hesdroom BdaElshie o hold frequency
responsa Whnen wind 1erms e curziled Dy e
provision of the Power Avaliable data should siiow
wind I=ms o coempeta in ﬂ'lﬂr!'El:lil-Eﬂql'EIHIﬂEE
marked and balencing marked thus subsequently
II'I'ﬂrI:H“'H; ithe economics of e E"EIEITI Doeradian
end promotng thie Securnity of the system.

We do not balieve {ha objectve ta substtule Power
Avaliable for PM5 for e purposes of calculsting
BOA volumes In GCODG3 betier laciltaies Grid
code I]'IHEIII'EE- 8= Il reduce [he emphzsis on
BCoUracy of PN lor operalional purposas and
Intreduscas discuminaiion in markal seittemeant for a2
group of generEiors.

1ot
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Do you agres with the deficiencies
idemified?

{Le. ack of visiblliy of headroom
for the purposes of holding
mserve and freguency mesponse
when wind farms are curalied and
accuracy of PNs for the purposes
of calcuiatng BOA volumes}

We agrea with the identified deficiency relsting io
the lsck of wiziblily of headroom from curtabiad
wind fanms for he provision of hoidng reserde and
frequency response. This deficiency impacts on he
aniity 0 wind larms BMUS 10 panicpant in ihese
MErkers. Wa disapres Wil the Idanifed Saficantty
relating 1o me accwracy of PNS Ior e purpose of
caiculating 80A wolumes. Tha setllement process
far g BMLE 15 besad on the submilied PR, We do
nat agrea hat wind farm BMUS shoud be singlad
out when ithe accuracy of olher Bls such as
Demand BMUs hawe similer challenges. The
goouracy of the PH from wind fzmms due o e
lengin of ihe pale clswe penod  IMposed
coniribuies significantly o any INSCCuracy.

Do you agree whh o the
conclusions of the report that amy
of the proposed solutions
{options 1, 2 & 3) for operational
data could equally apply o
accurate BOA setlement i
mequired, however this would
nead t0 be progressed through
Balancing and Sestflement Code
governance amangements H this
was considered necessary by

BSC pantas?

Mo, We e=agree wih ihis conclusion. Dals
Eunmiled 88 e& oul I Opons 1 & 2 wil 16 be 23
inaccuraie 1o a degrae;, Meredore o replace an
inaccuraie PN wilh &n inaccuratsty denved PN
doesn’l make =ensa. Seltemeant from periodic or
10 minuta updsies of MEL may nol delwer
parceived Denedfts. MEL updales as per Cpbons 1
& 2 will be reguiad 247 oniy 1o ba used very
ooccasionally hor seflament when the BWU ks
ciFtaliad oy BOA. 'We Dalisve fhera are inheenl
pobiems with these oplons and Cconsidersble
edminisireiee burden o conbrnualy updale MEL
Mo olher BMU woukd hawee Inis cost and kabilsy o
conelanty Fack an intermitant powear sounca for
eeilliement of BOA and In addlion have he
requirement o submil accuraie PW for efficant
operation of iha NETE

Oplicn 3 for the setliement of BOA could ba usad
for BOA setilement I the level of Eocuracy wes
subject 0 gid code compdance. Il not govermed
te leved of Bocuracy ks not guaranteed %o be batter
than the PM submission. Similarly with Optiors 1 &
2 the requirement to submit accurate PNs for the
optimisation of the NETS wouid remain and using
Powar Avallabie for setiement could detract Fom
e requirement for P SCCUracy.

Do you hawe a view on whather
the Power Avallable proposals
whhin the Grid Code can ba
carred our separassly or should

Tha [H'IJFI:I'EE':I power avallabie modiication o the
Grid Code could be camied out separsiely onl
'i'rl:EI'HIﬂE"['l'ETEtIIE'JE-Eﬂ far the pirpose of
inciicating Neasroom durng & BOA 1o curtall 8 wing
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be progessed only when any
BSC AITanpemens are
concluged?

JNofe thal the 50 belaves nal thess
can be done saparalely I desmed

appropriate, howsvar 8 WOKgroup
CONSensus was nol scieved on his

paint]

farm.

For amy olher purpose B samuitansagus change
wolld be requred with e BSC.

A change o tha satbemant of BOAS for wind farms
to amything ofer than PN could be viewed as
dscriminatory.  Especlally we balive &= the
mrmlﬂscmsﬁwumrmrgmalm;wm
have BOAS setfied o thelr PN aven whan thair
MEL was lowes than PH.

0 the thresa E‘:Hﬂﬂ'l! autlined
again below and detalled in the
Workgroup report which do you
think  best  sodresses  the
defickencies idantifed,
considering both milgation of
H'E'HETHI'I'I'I:FIEI'I'EI'WI'IT

Can you giwe measons for your
predanance?

Option 1 - Standardestion of MEL
which would requie B vaue that
wiild be epecied to wvary with
forecast wind outpul, whera he

update frequency was 8 veriehia io
b3 Catanmined oy the User,

Option 2 - Dynamic MEL [Power
Avalahie used io ceicuiate MEL),
win an update fequency of [10
minutes]; and

Option 3 - Power Avallabie Dala via
SCADA Le. ihe Submission of a
Power Avafabe mignal as an
operafional metering signal which
would be fed b Te Matonal Grd
Control Centre via SCADA with the
redefintion of MEL Used io nocsie

We belleve Opbion 3 best andresses the issue of
corfidanca in e headroom avalichle when 2 wind
farm BMU 5 subject to BOA alowing the NETSO
to commimit o HﬂlﬂllEl-'r' EErvices proviEion froem wing
farms.

The Available Power signal delvered via & Scads
Intarface would aliow tha NETSO reter o dals as
end when thay need IL. The Implementation al the
Avalable Power Eignal requiremant when inclided
In Ma functional specfication of 3 furbine supply
conrect wouwd be relalwely nexpansve End
manzgeaie. Existing Wind Tarm BMU oparators
could chose 1o implement Option 3 wolungarily
‘Wwheara the cosl and -:u:-nununll:r o particpsabe in ©ie
reserve and Faguency manats in acceplsbie. Ful
rebrospatine sopdceion of this reguiresmant woLld
ba costy 0 generalns.

slecinzaly conneciad capacily.
For Opelon 1: (Standardisaton of | Costs wowsd be incured {0 devalop 2 mechanism
MEL option] to prowide the operabor wifh the defined Avaishie

* What cosss do you envisage
this Imposing?

» Canyou providge an
Indication of the sops and
Cosis needsad to apply this
option? W necessary,
Indlc-abe whether this Is
sha/asset age specific

* Whai process do  you
emvisage to implement this
option? For example, how

frequently would MEL be
updated, OfF what  would

Powar figura and signiicant resowca cost of an
operElnr o maka Me submessions via EDL or the
cosl of automaling the EDL updale process. I 1R
i5 2 manual import, there 5 nsk of human amor
Thane wolld ba 3 oot asEnnialed with seting up &
datsbasa along wilth the es=socisled manbenance 1o
automale the caiculation.

Tha frequisncy of MEL updste would have to ba &
funchion of % change of previously submitted MEL:

thiz may requira updsbes wary frequenty in some

Iale

GCO0063 Industry
Consultation

7 March 2014

Version 1.0

Page 92 of 100

92 of 100



Inltlass B GEmErator o
updata?

Insiancas,

For
apH

Orpslon 2: (Dynamilc MEL

o}
What cosss 4o you 2 lsage
this Imposing?
Can you prov ide an
Indication of the sseps and
Costs neadaed 1o Bpply T I
necessary, ndicas whether
this Is siva'asset age
spaciilc.
What frequancy of update
would you consider fo be
appropriae 7

We bDelieve an aulomaled sysiem would be
required for ewery BMU i ba In 3 poskion o

the oafined Avalahie Power fiQure reduined
bo update MEL every ien minules. Therefore this
oplion may require addmonal hardware as wall &S
Eoitaere and btmely to consiruct on existing end
new projects Slke. Traning, malnienznce and on
poing aperalicn will need 1o be included In he
costs. In some inslences gathenng the necessary
information will bé more challenging &s the rbing
menufachres SCADA eyelame are nol dewslopad
ta the seme laved 50 lha soldlion and E==ocistad
CiEls would De vany depandant of the hrisne make
and modal.

A mmamic MEL every ien minues & hander io
dalwarer &= f requires a routing / data manipulation
to genaerale 2 Power Avallabie MEL The Power
Avaiable MEL would ba much mare realistic than
Optien 1, &8 lhe nlomation woud De sammped
evary 10mins as opposed Io G0-90mins. This

opfion woulkd @ autorated would remove e
mejority al risk associabad with human anrar.

The requancy of updata requirad wauld nead 1o be
relative to 8 specfiad percentage changs ta the
prewious submission. Ewery ten minutes would oe
& pracycal postion for an sutomated process out
nat for & manual updale procass.

Far

the SCADA basad optlon 2:
What costs do you envisage
this Imposing
Can you provide an
Imdicaticn of the speps and
costs needed (o apply? H
necessary, Indicate whether
this s shelasset ape
spacific.
What frequency of update do
you think appropriate ghwen
the oxlsting SCADA data
fiow upda®e o the sysem
and the
assessment of a 10 minuse
data updae fraquency?
Can you |provide an
Imdication of the speps and
costs needed to apply a8
restrospe ciive Powear
Avallabls signal via SCADSA
and the cosss that this might
Invove? W necessary,

The cost of Cpbion 3§ Speched I the project
dasign siage of new projects would be minimal.

Powar Avalabie wig SCADA = bellewed 10 b= e
edsiest opticn going forwards o Mplemant an new
projecis. The noemal sampling bme Tor the SCADA
WO e tmin,. The fraguency of updale should De
the same as 1ha rate spacified for the obher Scads
signals required from 3 wind ferm 0 Evoid
confusion and far ease of configurebon.

MNew projects i wil be much essiar o sabup e
SDACA mequremeni= o ansure he nacessany
informalicn 15 collecled. Ralro-fittng ondoc an

exishing oparalional progact would be axposad io
he sama chiallenges a5 idemtitiad for Option 2.

Mosl, f not af hrbine suppilers wowd nEwea 1o
reconigure iha Wind Farm Scaga on exsing wind
farms §0 proguce 3 eignal to meet the definkion
spacilied mn this proposal &1 & considarabie cost
Any change to 2 wind farm control SyEtam naed io
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Indicate wheiher this I8
She/'Bsse | specific?

ba carefuly managed o ensure Gnd Code
complance is nal compromised

in Ireland o faciitale a chenge fo he oedinibion of
Avalable Power, SSE agread 8 conbres wilh the
luroine suppiier 1o reconfigura the wind farm
SCasa upgrade solwere and harware 1o ey er
e signal on 17 wind i2rms 3l 8 cosd of SL00H.
Tha nitermal cosL proviaing resource for 1esting end
suomission al dela was glhar E2E0K

Do you agree whh the benefiss
proposed below ?

Do they apply equally {or a3 all} to
each optlon? H not please
elaborae.

Proposed Benefits

Al &8 high leval, Ine proposas
discissad == parl of this Power
Aveiable Warkgroup woukd el o
lachisie:

= The efMicent inbegraton
participalicn znd operabon of
ranesabie -gamraﬂ-n-n inta the
anangy marked;

= The opportunity for renewsdle
generstion to eam addtions
revenues from e provison of
Balancing  Semices,  for
axEmpie reserve, B Offer
Acceplences  (BOAS) end
fraguency responss;

= Hadudlion 0 Me need 10 take
actions fram ouf of ment
alemahy es;

» Enhanced syslem securlty by
providing mare optians for e
provision of belancing Senvices.
parbcularty i regians  where
Ia5s generalian wiih
comimiiabie fel B0WTES =
Fealanie:

= Improved sysiem resillence as
peneiration of  remewshle
gemeration  ncreEses End
tharalore capadty far
reneswable penesalion; and.

. Wora afficien operzion of Me
system aliowing al BSUoS
payers i beneht from reduced
costs of the balancing
machanisme

Mo nat aif of them

Yas If le NETE0D use the infarmabion efficientty

Yas, nopefully as long a3s e NETSO heve &
wilingneass o coniract for tme periods schiesable
by wind 1arm BMUs

Yos, nopefully as long as e NETSO hawe &
wifingneass [0 contract for bme periods achiesable
by win tarm BMUS

Yas

Yasg

Yos In par, by slowing Wind Farms Lo acoess

encilary sarvica markets not curently avaisble io
them

No. the suhsinaion of PV for Power avaliabie need

EalG

GCO0063 Industry
Consultation

7 March 2014

Version 1.0

Page 94 of 100

94 of 100



o be conaigersd by e BSC pand before any
Impact on BSU0S couid be svailuatad

Do you have amy addisional S5E has indicated fis preference for Option 3.
COMIMENts? hiowewer if shioulkd ba noted that this 15 on e
E==mpton that fis nal a TH:IIJII'EI'I'IETI'! I ‘tes
sopiied o exsbng wind farms but instead for new
conneclions &fler 3 certain date.
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CR-05 EON

GCO0ES Powsar Avallable

Indlustry parties are Iniied 1o respond 1o this consuiation EXpressing MElr views and supplying
thie ratonaie for those views, parbculary In respact of any spacific guestion:s detailed below.

Please send your responses by 27" January 2014 o Grd. Code@inationalgrid.com. Pleass
note that any responses recaived aner the deadline o g2nt 1o 3 dferent emal agdress may

not recaive due consideration.

Raspomdsnt GUy Philies (Ui oiiiosieon-uk com)

Company Mams: E oW LK pic

Do you support the propossd Wi fhe excepdion ofopdon 1, no. Option 7 can be
implementation approach of 10 implemented folowing 10 business days 35K is
businsss days following an imked fo 3 change fo the iagal text of the Grid
sutnorty decision? iCoae o Amprove the Jefnilion of ihe reguiremant

Oipfion 2 Involves an infarmation systems lead
time, fo Implement the automated update fo MEL,
wilkch needs fo be considersd in more deiall n
absance of & more deffned requirement, we woukd
suggest this would nead o be af least two years
Folfowing an Authorky decision. Cpelon 3 shoukd
aniy apply fo genevation Sontracing for k5 plant or
cannecting affer 3 speced oate. For both opfions
2.and 3 these 35peds are not referanced i the
draft legal fext confained In the consuftation
document. I this was ciarified \n the drart legal fext
it may be possibie o sUppo an Amplemeniaton
approach of 10 business Jays folowing an
Authorfty decision

Do you belleve that GCO0ET better
faciiates the appropriate Grid
Code obfecilves ?

We do nat think & appropriate fo reply to this
t;II..'E'-F«."EII"I Ll 2 Mna recomumandaion on wich
apdion by take foward ks made.

Do you agres with the daficlancias
Identifled?

fLe. lack of viglbiity of haadrcom
for the purpcses of holding
ressrve and frequency responas
when wind farme are curtallad and
gccuracy of PHs for the purposes
of calcukating BOA volurmsa)

in ouT view there Is Scope to IMprove the
InfoYMation prTISkon B0 B SYSIEM aperator i
anabie & fo better detenmine the avalabis
headroam for hoiding resende and frequency
response fom wind fanms. We also befieve that
there Is SCopS 10 IMprove accuracy of PN
SubmiSsions from wing fEms.

Do you res with the
conmnclugions of the raport that any
of the proposed asohflons
w 1,2 & 3) Tor n-pm’aﬂnﬂtuu
could & appl
aecurabs mnmﬂmp-.g;; it
reqguired, howsver this would

naed fo De progresssd through

Options T and 2 may improve the curment
amangements for BOA sefflement Mrough maore
consistent and accurale data, however & is naof

ciear how any of e aptions in of Memsales aker
the H'-Hj"l'l'i' which BOA volumes are calcuiaiad.
ARNOUQH there 15 3 perceied ISSUe Wilh PN

ACCECY for the pUrpase of determining BOA

iol3
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Balancing and Settlement Code
governance amangements If this

VOILMES We note fhat the working group has
concirded et s 15 outside of 15 S0o0e.

Do you have a view on whether
the Power Avallable proposals
within the Grid Code can be
cared ouf saparaisly or should
be progressed only when any
BSC arangamsnts arg
ormzludad?

[WotE hat the S0 beleves thal these
can be done separstely & deemed
aporopriate. howsver a8 ]

CONSENSUS was not achieved on this

poiri]

In our view the Power Avallable propossls,
wihichewer is sefecied, could be taken fonward
independently of any subsaguent BSC change 2
Party may seek to bring fward

Of the thres options outlined
afaln below and detalled iIn fne
Workgroup report, which do you
think best sodressss  the
daflciencles ldeniifed,
conzidering both  miElgatton of
thess and Implemantation?

Can you give reasons for your
prefersnca?

Opitlon 1 - Standardisation of MEL
which would reguire 3@ walue that
would be expected to vary with
forecast wind outpul, where the
update frequency was 3 varabie o
b= defermined oy the Liser;

Option 2 - Dyramic MEL (Power
Avalable used to caiculate MEL)

wih an updale frequency of [10
minwstesl and

Option 3 - Powar Avallabie Data via
SCADA e the submisslon of a
Powsr Avallable slgnal as an
operational meterng signal which
would be fed to Te MNatonal Grid
Comirol Centre via SCADA with the
redefinition of MEL 1sed fo Indicate

eiectricaly corneciad capacity.

in our view the speckic issues for the System
Operator described in Chapter 4 of the conswiaton
arse from akTerent approaches taken by dmerent
parties to calcwiating, and Keeping up 1o date, MEL
and PR’ from Generaiors with an futermitent
Power Soute. If these data Rems were caicuiated
and submikied on & consistent basls then the
System Operator woukd have maore confidence in
the data fo be able Io befier use X to aodrEss the
spechic Issues it describes.

We therefve support Optlon 7. This Is because i
principie its 5efs e requirement for MEL fo be
caiculated, submited and updated on 3 consist
basis by oiferent Users. WWe also suppont s
option as I refains consistency of data fems
3crass al gensration technology iypes.

Aled with 3 common understanding of Good
Industry Praciice in formulating and wpdating PN
subMissions to the System Cperator, Opdian 1
should be ghven fime fo determine I It debvers
improvements fo the olafa Submited fo the System

Operator. The System Cperator should consider
managing Indiwidual parties Mar are oufsida e

scope of the revised interpretation Intialy through
hilaferal meetings. This would be io educate
parties on their sbigations a0t TEqUiEMents upan
them. However ¥ thiz does nof lead to an
improvement fom an individual party fhe Sysem
Operator should consider optons SUch 33 reporting

{0 the reguiator and Raming and shaming
COnSisiant poor perommance. Parfies shouid then

ulimately considar feir wider ndusry Code and
reguiatory rights and duties.

We have discomnted Option 2 35 we do ot see
how an apgomated update diTers from Option 1
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and that the generaior is best piaced to defermine
when MEL would need fo be re-deciared. It is also
not clear under Cyption 2 what the requiements
are, aside from fhe suggested persistence
modeling, for revislons to MEL such that the data
5 taken forward from real ime through the BAL
We do not think that the case for Option 3 &5
suMcienty robust af this Bme.  The System
Ciperator has not been able o quantly or arfouigte
the mafentaity of thelr SpECIs S5uas o JUStYy 3
new data fem to be provided by Generators with
an Indenmiient Poper Soume, We are 3is0 nof
clear how e data under Cplon 3 a¥ters from 3
propery derved MEL hat Cpfion 1 provides.

For

Crpflon 1: [Standardization of

MEL opfion)

What costs 80 you envisage
thiz Imposing 7

Can you provide an
Indication of the steps and
coats nesdad to apply this
option? If nacaesany,
indicats whether this la
eitedazsst age specifiic.
What process do  you
anvizags to Implemsnt this
opthon® For axample, how
frequenfly would MEL be
upizted, or what would
Inflate & Genarator to

Lipekata ¥

We do nat balleve this option would impose any
akitfonal cost fo Us a5 we already aks i fo
account the prevaling wind forecast and turtine
avaliabity when calcwiating MEL. & is possible
that other parties may IncLYr 50me costs In aoging
this cata when fmnuiating and updating thelr MEL
SUbMISSIans.

For
aptl

Crpflon 2: (Dymamilc MEL

on)
What costs oo you smvisags
thiz miposing?
Can you provids an
Indic-ation of the
costs nesdad fo I
nacagaary, ndcate whether
thiz i= sitafzzaat age
apecifc.
What frequancy of updats
Wil you conshder io b
appropriats 7

and

Our IT MFrasiructure (0 process the required
auwtomarted update. We are nof in a postion fo
conmm fhe specilc cost and ead fime o o\ this.

We woLd ncuy costs 0 800 Speciic funchionaify o

For

the SCADA based optlon 3:
What coals do you snvisage
this imposing?

Can you |rowide an
Indication of the steps and
coste nesded to apply? o
nacagaary, Indicats whather
this 18 aifsiasest  age

apecine.

What frequency of do
fou think approprsts ivon

We are not able fo state the speciic costs or lead
times necessary io implement option 3. Much wil
depend an what S0amonal cost CELS Wik apply
for this a0dmional companent and data fem,
alongside the communication IfRsUCUre needed
io 5end the data fo the Sysiem Operator

in the case of exising ses, I this data Kem Is not
readiy avaliatie then we would expect the
implementafion cost 10 Increase further
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the exlsting SCADA data
fiow wpdate to the aysism

upn-n!tm and tha naport
geresamant of @ 10 minuis
data update fraquency?

« Can you |prowide an

Indication of the steps and
costs nesded to apply a
retroapective Powar
Awvallabla slgnal wia SCADA
and ths GB-B-I!B Ehiaf thia might
Inwolve? If  necessary,
Indicate whether thiz Is
aitelassst apecine?

Do you agres with the banefts
propossd below?

Do they apply equally (or at allj to
gach option? I nob  plasse
elaborate.

Propossd Benafits

Al 32 high level, the proposas
discussed a3 FIEIT of this Power
Avalable Workgroup would help io
faciitate:

= The emdent ntegrabon,
participation and operation of
rened@ble ?E'I'IE'I?HDH Into Ehe
ENangy market;

« The opportunity for renswabie
generation to eam addtiona
reverues from the prowision of
Balancing  Senices,  Tor
sxampis reserve, Eid Offer
Accegtances (BOAS) and
Traquency responss;

« Raguction In Te nesd o 3ke

acions Thom oul of medt
alfematives;

» Ennanced syslem securty by
prowidirg mons opilors for the
prowislon of balancing services,
particulary In regns where

whh

+ Improved sysiem reslience as
penefration of  renswabie
generation  ncreasss  and
therefore capacity for
renewable generation; and.

= More eficlent operaton of the
system allowing al BSUaS
pavers 1o penefit from reduced

Af 3 high level yes, however we Jo nof recognisa
many of the stafements made when assessng the

aptions in the table starting on page 20 of the
consubEton. Many of the SEREments and
COMPRTS0NS Magde ane subjective andg not
SUppoTRT by robust analysis. The compansan
alsy leads the reader to belleve that Option 3 15 Me
best cufcome, Which, Qiven the verscily of the
statements made. 5 misieading and, i oor view,
incomect This has been constructed by the
System Operador fo suppart BS conclusion. Ghven
the fimescales for Working QUouD Members to
dIscuss and review He Jocumeant Beior i
publicafion the able has not bean propeny
scrutinised
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coets of e balancing

machanism.
Do you have any additional We d0 not suppon the statement In paragraph 1.15
comiments? of the consuftalion. It is not comect to say that the

wodking group conchuded that option 3 would best
address the deficlencies identfiad. As 3 membsar

of the Working group, | would highight that this was
not 3 unanimous view of the working group
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