Grid Code Workgroup Consultation Response Proforma

GC0063 Power Available
Industry parties are invited to respond to this consultation expressing their views and supplying the rationale for those views, particularly in respect of any specific questions detailed below.

Please send your responses by 27th January 2014 to Grid.Code@nationalgrid.com.  Please note that any responses received after the deadline or sent to a different email address may not receive due consideration.
	Respondent:
	Please insert your name and contact details (phone number or email address)

	Company Name:
	Please insert Company Name

	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?
	For reference the applicable Grid Code objectives are:

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

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

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

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

	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)
	

	Do you agree with the conclusions of the report that any of the proposed solutions (options 1, 2 & 3) 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?
	

	Do you have a view on whether the Power Available proposals within the Grid Code can be carried out separately or should be progressed only when any BSC arrangements are concluded?
[Note that the SO believes that these can be done separately if deemed appropriate, however a Workgroup consensus was not achieved on this point]
	

	Of the three options outlined again below and detailed in the Workgroup report, which do you think best addresses the deficiencies identified, considering both mitigation of these and implementation?
Can you give reasons for your preference?

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

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

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.
	

	For Option 1: (Standardisation of MEL option)

· What costs do you envisage this imposing? 

· Can you provide an indication of the steps and costs needed to apply this option?  If necessary, indicate whether this is site/asset age specific.

· What process do you envisage to implement this option?  For example, how frequently would MEL be updated, or what would initiate a Generator to update?
	

	For Option 2: (Dynamic MEL option)

· What costs do you envisage this imposing?

· Can you provide an indication of the steps and costs needed to apply? If necessary, indicate whether this is site/asset age specific.

· What frequency of update would you consider to be appropriate?
	

	For the SCADA based option 3:

· What costs do you envisage this imposing?

· Can you provide an indication of the steps and costs needed to apply? If necessary, indicate whether this is site/asset age specific.

· What frequency of update do you think appropriate given the existing SCADA data flow update to the system operator and the report assessment of a 10 minute data update frequency?

· Can you provide an indication of the steps and costs needed to apply a retrospective Power Available signal via SCADA and the costs that this might involve?  If necessary, indicate whether this is site/asset specific?
	

	Do you agree with the benefits proposed below?
Do they apply equally (or at all) to each option? If not, please elaborate. 

Proposed Benefits

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

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

· 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;

· Reduction in the need to take actions from out of merit alternatives; 
· 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;

· Improved system resilience as penetration of renewable generation increases and therefore capacity for renewable generation; and.

· More efficient operation of the system allowing all BSUoS payers to benefit from reduced costs of the balancing mechanism.
	

	Do you have any additional comments?
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