Grid Code Industry Consultation Response Proforma

GC0048 – Requirements for Generators – GB Banding Thresholds
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 29 April 2016 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.
These responses will be included in the Report to the Authority which is drafted by National Grid and submitted to the Authority for a decision.
	Respondent:
	Steve Mockford

Electricity Networks Asset Manager

Mob; 07885 822029

Email; steve.mockford@gtc-uk.co.uk 

	Company Name:
	GTC

	Consultation Questions:

	i) From your perspective, which of the banding options presented in the consultation document (‘high’, ‘medium’, and ‘low’ is most suitable to apply in the GB synchronous area for the next three-five years? 

	Please insert your response
The High option represents the least risk option.

	ii) In respect of your preferred banding option stated in question (i), please can you provide a supporting justification, particularly focusing on quantifying any costs/savings/benefits (the attached template is provided as a guide), when it is compared to the other two options presented in this report.
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	Please insert your response

N/A.

	iii) Does your preferred banding level adequately protect the interests of all Transmission System and Distribution System Users? If not, why does it fail to do so?

	Please insert your response

It is difficult to respond by saying that the high option protects all Transmission System and Distribution System Users but it seems to meet the requirements for a large audience of users.

	iv) Do the proposed banding levels strike an appropriate balance between the needs of the System Operator, Network Operators, Generators and other interested parties? If not, why do they fail to do so?

	Please insert your response

N/A.

	v) Are there additional considerations for the banding level which the Workgroup has so far not taken account of in this report? 

	Please insert your response

N/A.

	vi) Please provide any other comments you feel are relevant to the proposed change.

	Please insert your response
None known.

	vii) How do you believe your preferred banding level facilitates the Grid Code/Distribution 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;

Please insert your response

(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);

Please insert your response

(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

Please insert your response

(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.

Please insert your response

I was actively involved in the early days of the workgroup and therefore feel that as a representative from the DNOs (pervious appointment) that I have had the opportunity to understand the implication of such proposals on the DNOs and IDNOs. I would like to see confirmation of what Distribution Code documents will require amendment / updating as a result of the RfG and their current status.

	Do you have any additional comments?


	Richard Woodward - General observations on the consultation document 4th April 2016 version 1.0;
Section 2.1.4 has the formal ratification of the legislation happened?

Section 2.1.8 – for those not directly involved it would have paid to give an indication of the members of the working group to give confidence to the decision making process (types of organisations).

Section 2.2.1 – The Distribution Network Operators also includes Independent Distribution Network Operators (IDNOs). The main difference being they are generally not geographic.

Table shown also be updated to include IDNOs.

Section 2.2.2 – minor typo in para 8 should be ‘whether they are north or south…’

Section 2.2.3 – last para under (a) – is anyone leading this?

Section 2.2.5 – minor typo in para 7 should be ‘Therefore the workgroup…’

Section 4.10 – what is EDL?

Section 4.13 – minor typo in para 3 under € should be ‘type’ not band.

Section 5.1 – refers to see proposals in section 9 but section 9 doesn’t exist.

Section 5.3 and 5.4 – what is the current status regarding the updating of the associated Grid Code / Distribution Code documents – I have lost track?
Annex 1 – refer to red text but no red text in annex!
If description unclear please give me a call. Regards Steve
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GC0048 - Cost Template

		GC0048 - Requirements for Generators Workgroup

		Generator Costs Template - Control Equipment

		Complete fields as applicable…

		* indicates mandatory for a BSC Participant		Cost Duration				Synchronous				Non-synchronous		Comments



		Control Point (Generator Owned)						£				£

		Comms:

		* Electronic Dispatch & Logging [Comms Only]		One off				N/A (Paid by NGET)				N/A (Paid by NGET)

		* NGET Green Phone		One off				N/A (Paid by NGET)				N/A (Paid by NGET)

		* Dedicated Phone Line(s)		One off				N/A (Paid by NGET)				N/A (Paid by NGET)

		* Fax Machine		One off

		NGET Comms Software:

		* Electronic Dispatch & Logging

		* Electronic Data Transfer

		* Supporting IT Hardware

		Output Monitoring:

		Operational Metering Equipment

		Operational Metering comms line						N/A (Paid by NGET)				N/A (Paid by NGET)

		Control Room Operations:

		 SCADA System

		 Power Forecasting Systems

		Performance Monitoring Systems (e.g. GPMS)

		* (+Trading Point?)

		* 24/7 Shift Staff

		Additional IT hardware

		 Other Costs (please specify in comments)



		Premises

		Disaster Recovery Coverage (for the above):



		TOTAL:						0				0





		Control Point (Third Party Service)

		 Setup Costs

		 Management Fee

		 Other Costs (please specify in comments)



		TOTAL:						0				0
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