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About this document

This document is the Report to the Authority for GC0063 which contains the
responses to the Industry and Workgroup Consultations and the National Grid
recommendations reflecting these. The purpose of this document is to assist the
Authority in their decision on whether to implement the GC0063 proposed changes.

The revisions to the Grid Code proposed by National Grid and sent to the Authority
require approval by that body and will, if approved, come into force on such date (or
dates) of which Authorised Electricity Operators will be notified by National Grid, in
accordance with the Authority's approval.

Document Control

Version Date Author Change Reference
0.1 21° May 2014 National Grid Draft Report to the
Authority
0.2 31° October 2014 National Grid Revised draft recirculated
to workgroup

0.3 13" November National Grid Draft circulated to GCRP
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1 Executive Summary

11

1.2

1.3

1.4

15

The Power Available Workgroup looked at how to provide the System
Operator with a more accurate view of the available headroom for intermittent
generators between their actual and potential output within Balancing
Mechanism timescales; this concept or signal is referred to throughout this
report as Power Available. This would allow the System Operator to better
assess the possible frequency response or reserve actions from these
generators, enhancing efficiency of operation and system security. It would
also better facilitate market participation of intermittent generation in
enhancing their provision of and recompense for response and reserve
services.

The Grid Code defect that the Power Available Workgroup sought to address
was associated with the provision of frequency response and reserve services
by intermittent generators and the removal of barriers that may exist to their
participation in these markets. The benefits of successful implementation will
be that the System Operator is able to procure these services from intermittent
generators, enhancing the security of the system, and that the generators will
be able to participate in the market opening up another revenue stream to
them.

By 2020 it is anticipated that in the UK there could be significant periods of
time with very little conventional flexible generation running. Alternative
sources of ancillary services must therefore be secured, of which wind would
be the prime candidate. The need case for Power Available can be separated
into two parts:

e The identification of the issue and the need to do something — or the
increasing need to understand the real time capability of wind farms when
curtailed; and

e The best option to take this forward.

Currently the real time potential maximum output of an intermittent generator
is not accurately known by the System Operator, particularly if that generator
has been constrained for any reason. This means that the System Operator is
unable to call on intermittent generators to provide frequency response and
reserve services. This presents the System Operator with an increasing
operational challenge which will become more prevalent as the penetration of
wind generation increases and will lead to the inefficient scheduling of
services with potentially more expensive providers and the loss of associated
revenues by wind farm owners.

Two items of data are presently submitted by Generators to provide the
System Operator with a measure of potential generator output:

Physical Notification (PN) —which is submitted prior to Gate Closure

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 used by the System Operator to determine
the current generator output and forecast output going forward. The accuracy
of PN-following for wind farms has been assessed to have an average
deviation of 15% compared to a maximum of 5% for other generation types
(see report item 6.8) owing to the difficulty in predicting possible output. A
recent 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 at the time they were produced. 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 a generator that
participates in the BM is over-generating relative to its PN, in times of system
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1.6

1.7

1.8

stress BOAs issued to the generator to reduce output can result in zero
payments to the generator for such volumes of over-generation.

Maximum Export Limit (MEL) — which can be changed at any time

BM Participants (generators) are required to submit Maximum Export Limit
(MEL) data to indicate the maximum power that a BM Unit could export onto
the transmission system. 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. 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. 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). A very low proportion of wind farms (1.4% - see
6.19) revise their MELs between gate closure and real time, however,
indicating that this ‘dynamic’ view of MEL is far from prevalent.

As the PN can only be revised up to Gate Closure, this cannot be accurate or
dynamic enough to provide the System Operator with a view of generator
capability suitable for use in determining operational actions. The
interpretation and use of MEL by generators at present is neither consistent
nor, in general, dynamic but as it can be adjusted up to real time could provide
a signal of suitable accuracy.

The workgroup therefore, while exploring the use of both PNs and MEL, only
considered changes to MEL as a solution to the defect identified. Three
possible alternatives were developed by the workgroup and were presented
as part of the consultations:

e Option 1 - Standardisation of the MEL definition where the update
frequency is a variable to be determined by the Generator;

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

e Option 3 - Power Available signal to the National Grid Control Centre via
SCADA data connections for ‘new’ windfarms connecting to the system
from a date to be determined, and also with MEL redefined (for Power
Park Modules only) to indicate connected capacity

A further two variations on option 3 were proposed during the discussions that
followed the Industry Consultation:

e Option 3(a) - Similar to option 3 but without the redefinition of MEL. So
purely the provision of an additional Power Available signal; and

e 3(b) Retrospective application of option 3, so applying to all new and
existing wind farms

Finally, the option of instead doing nothing was also discussed. However, this
was discounted as the defect had been clearly defined and was accepted by
the Workgroup.

In the draft Workgroup Report as presented to the GCRP in May 2014, and
based on the majority of consultation responses received, Option 3 was
recommended as the best compromise to address the deficiencies identified.
National Grid were comfortable with all of the options however and, although
Option 3 was the preferred solution to the identified deficiency, Option 2,
redefinition of a ‘dynamic’ MEL, would be equally appropriate and has the
advantage that it seeks merely to improve the accuracy and consistency of an
existing data item. This option was however unpopular in the Workgroup and
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1.9

1.10

1.11

ensuing consultations, with a majority view being in favour of option 3 on the
grounds that this would be cheaper and would not be applied unilaterally to
existing plant.

At the May GCRP Meeting, issues were still raised as to the most appropriate
way forward and there was an overall lack of consensus in which GCRP
members sought:

e More information on the defect that Power Available sought to address;
e Greater confidence in the costs that would be incurred; and

e Clarity on any retrospective application.

To progress these issues, a special session of the Generator Services Group
facilitated by RenewableUK was arranged on 16 September followed by a
further meeting of the workgroup on 8 October 2014 to summarise and round-
up the discussions, and also to seek an agreed conclusion. At this workgroup
meeting it was agreed by all parties that there was a need to resolve the
defect, and that Option 3 was the most acceptable way of doing this. The
further variations on option 3 proposed at these meetings, 3(a) and (b) as
above, were not supported as:

e For 3(a), any retrospectivity was seen as being an unacceptable cost
that should not be mandated upon users; and

e For 3(b), the exclusion of MEL redefinition in option 3, it was agreed that
it was preferable to leave this in as the provision of connected capacity
data to the market and System Operator would support more effective
wind forecasting.

While the recommendation of the workgroup as set out in this report is
therefore still Option 3, the provision of a new Power Available signal, the
report has been rewritten to address the points discussed in the May 2014
GCRP meeting and subsequently, being:

@ A summary of the defect is now provided in points 1.1 to 1.7 above and
an expanded executive summary has been provided to improve the
narrative.

(i)  The costs that would be incurred in providing a Power Available signal
for new plant are agreed to be extremely low since it has been confirmed
that a power available signal is in effect already available in new wind
turbines and is used in wind farm Grid Code compliance testing.
Retrofitting of a Power Available signal could in some cases be
significantly more expensive but will not be mandated. By contrast,
provision of a dynamic MEL (option 2) would apply across the board
since MEL can only have one definition, and where applied to existing
generators could result in substantial additional costs making Option 3
more appropriate. The question of costs was posed in both
consultations; the answers received from respondents did not express
this in absolute terms but relative to the other options as detailed.

(i) Retrospectivity is confirmed to not be a feature of the option 3 proposal.
Both Options 1 and 2 would apply equally to new and existing
generators 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. The date of application to new
plant has been moved from April 2015 to April 2016 in response to
feedback.

(iv) It is likely that to facilitate provision of response & reserve services
National Grid will approach existing generators that are BM patrticipants
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1.12

1.13

1.14

1.15

1.16

1.17

to provide the Power Available signal, or that some of these parties will
likewise be interested in providing this to enhance their participation in
the response & reserve markets. This would be non-mandatory and by
bilateral agreement only.

(v)  An action remains under the GCRP to consider the lessons learned from
the Power Available workgroup and to feed these back to the panel. This
would be particularly in terms of the timescales, the identification of the
defect, the stakeholder engagement achieved through the workgroup
and the group’s ability to come to a reasoned conclusion.

Trialling

Trialling was discussed in detail at the final workgroup meeting of 8 October
2014. It could be used to demonstrate functionality and to prove that the end-
to-end process could work.

NGET’s opinion was that it was unclear what questions would be answered by
trialling; from the use of a power available signal in testing, and the ability of
manufacturers to provide and use a similar power available function in Ireland,
it is already known to be feasible. And in terms of the process or system
changes that would be required by NGET as the System Operator to use the
Power Available signal, a clear methodology was presented to the workgroup
in the final workgroup meeting on 8 October 2014.

Some stakeholders were of the view that trialling could answer questions and
that it would be helpful to know before a Grid Code change was implemented
that the solution worked and was effectively defined.

Trialling would add additional time delays to the effective implementation and
roll out of the proposed Power Available signal requirement. On the grounds
that the additional benefits of trialling are not clear and that the trialling
approach did not have support from the majority of the workgroup it is not
proposed to take this forward as part of the solution.

BOA Settlement Accuracy

An associated issue for the outcome of this Workgroup and the proposed way
forward is the accuracy of BOA settlement. The Workgroup, and the majority
of the consultation respondents, agreed that any of the proposed solutions
could be used to improve this through more accurate data submissions. 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 associated with any of
the options described in this report could be effected prior to the finalisation of
any attendant BSC modification. Option 3 is essentially a hardware solution
and, while offering potential for use in a future BSC maodification, does not in
itself impact BOA settlement on implementation.

National Grid recognises that an accuracy standard could be used rather than
reliance on a best estimate commensurate with good industry practice;
however it was concluded that the approach adopted for PN accuracy should
similarly apply to MELs. It remains the case that an accuracy standard could
apply to options 1 and 2 while the solution proposed in option 3 effectively
makes greater accuracy achievable by referencing the Power Available signal
but does not by itself change any of the existing BOA settlement
arrangements.
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2 Introduction

Background

2.1 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).

2.2 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.

2.3 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.

2.4 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

2.5 The membership of the Power Available Workgroup is given at the end of this
report in annex 7. The full proceedings of the workgroup are also detailed on
the National Grid website at this link:

http://www?2.nationalgrid.com/UK/Industry-information/Electricity-codes/Grid-
code/Modifications/GC0063/

Benefits

2.6 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;

¢ 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.

2.7 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.

! Output useable is defined in Grid Code as a forecast (daily or weekly) value based on the
intermittent power source being at a level which would enable the genset to generate at

Registered Capacity.
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Workgroup Considerations

2.8

2.9

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
deficiencies fell into two broad categories:

e Accurate settlement of Bid Offer Acceptances (BOAs); and

e 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

2.10

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

2.11

2.12

2.13

2.14

2.15

2.16

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, which is an
indication of the maximum achievable output which could be delivered by an
intermittent generator under the current prevailing conditions (e.g. 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
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2.17

2.18

2.19

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.
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
signal corresponding to the 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. It is envisaged that this option would only
apply to New Generators with a Completion Date on or after 1% April 2016.

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. This would be subject to mutual agreement.
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3 Purpose & Scope of Workgroup

3.1 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.

3.2 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 ppl2/34). 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

3.3 A full copy of the Terms of Reference can be found in Annex 1. A summary of

these as relates to the scope is though presented below:

The Workgroup shall consider and report on the following:

o 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 intermittent generator 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
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

¢ |dentify 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

¢ Examine how Power Available will operate under different scenarios

such as:
= high wind speed shutdown
= turbine faults
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e Assess whether retrospective application of Power Available will be
appropriate
e Assess whether other renewables should be taken into account

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.

Development of Scope

3.4

3.5

3.6

While the Power Available workgroup originally set out to consider Power
Available in the context of both MEL and PN data, following discussion the
deficiencies identified were refined to the ability of the System Operator to
understand headroom when wind was curtailed in order to establish reserve
and response levels.

It was acknowledged by the workgroup that the current Grid Code provisions
for MEL and PNs work for conventional generation, and further that wind
generation is capable of complying with the requirements of the Grid Code
and indeed has to undergo compliance testing to establish this.

In NGET’s view, however, wind farm operators’ interpretations of the MEL
definition and their subsequent data submissions remain inconsistent and
therefore their MEL data is unreliable. This leads to the SO being unable to
call on wind farms in the response and reserve markets.

Timescales

3.7

3.8

3.9

In total the Workgroup met 11 times between September 2012 and October
2014. The Workgroup reported firstly to the November 2013 GCRP with a draft
of the final report to the Authority. Subsequently a Workgroup Consultation
(which ran from 20 December 2013 to 27 January 2014) and then an Industry
Consultation (7 March to 7 April 2014) took place to give interested parties the
opportunity to input to this report and to inform the conclusions reached.

A revised version of the final report, based on the comments received during
the consultations and the majority view of stakeholders, was presented to the
May 2014 GCRP seeking approval for submission of the report to the
Authority. At this meeting it became apparent that significant obstacles
remained to reaching an agreed solution.

The report was further discussed at a special session of the Generator
Services Group on 16 September 2014 and at a workgroup meeting on 8
October 2014. Following this it was revised again, recirculated to the
workgroup for comment and presented once more to the GCRP in November
2014.
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4 An Introduction to the System Operator Challenge

4.1

4.2

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 number 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:

e Calculate the total generation volume connected to the system and
forecast to be connected going forward;

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

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

o Hold additional reserve on generation to meet operational requirements;
and

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

System Balancing

4.3

4.4

4.5

4.6

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. Such generators will
also generally seek to maximise output at any point in time and will therefore
only seek to participate in the BM to be deregulated; increasing output will not
be possible.

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
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circuits connecting one area of the system or may be due to voltage or stability
constraints.

Frequency Response

4.7

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

4.8

The projected profile of generation that will be connected to the system in the
coming years to 2035 is shown in Figure 1 below. It can be observed that the
majority of new connections over the next 5-10 years are by wind farms. This
chart is based for the next few years on data in National Grid’s Transmission
Entry Capacity (TEC) Register but beyond this also includes National Grid’s
views on future generation scenarios.

Demand and generation background: Gone Green

4.9

4.10

W CCS

Storage

Gas/CHP
Coal
B Nuclear

O son oo RRRRNRRRRRE —cBDemand

(ACS Peak)

Figure 1 : Demand and Generation Background: Gone Green 2013.

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 6.33.

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
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4.13

Grid has already had occasions of wind generation contributing over 25% of
minimum demand on a windy summer night.

As intermittent generation grows in volume, the System Operator expects its
use of balancing actions and frequency response from intermittent generation
to grow. This will particularly be the case during periods of low demand and
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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5 Specific Issues for the System Operator

5.1 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.

5.2 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

5.3 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.

5.4 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.

5.5 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 4.3, 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: Illustration of the limitation in using PN and MEL data submitted to
determine actual headroom

Frequency Response from Intermittent Generation

5.6

57

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.

% 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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Figure 3: Example of low frequency response from wind generation

5.8 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
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Physical Notification and MEL accuracy

59

5.10

511

5.12

5.13

5.14

This is discussed in more detail in section 5, however the accuracy of 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 6.6,
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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6 Current Information Provision and its use

6.1 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
e Bid/Offer data

Post Gate Closure Data

¢ Operational Metering Data
e Maximum Export Limits (MEL)
e Dynamic Parameters

e 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).

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

6.3 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.

6.4 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.
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6.5 A recent 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 reasonable attempt to forecast
output based on the best information available at the time. 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.

6.6 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.

6.7 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

6.8 Figure 5 below highlights the lower accuracy of wind generation PNs
compared with other generation types up to October 2013.
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Figure 5: Comparison of PN following error between generator types.
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6.9 Percentage PN Following Error is defined as:

Average(ABS (PN g, .crose £ BOAs — MeteredOutput))
MaxMetered Output

PNaccuracy (%) =

6.10 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%.

6.11 The analysis has been based on data from 1* January 2011 to September
2013 giving a 3 month rolling average from the start of April 2011 of 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 L0MW.

6.12 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.
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Figure 6: PN following accuracy by Wind BM Unit (Jan 2011 — Sept 2013)

6.13 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)

6.14 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.
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6.15

6.16

6.17

6.18

6.19

6.20

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
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 interpreted 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 wind 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).

MEL is very important to provide National Grid with an indication 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 by the SO.

On the basis of the analysis carried out using data up to September 2013,
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 were
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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6.21

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 was generally submitted
on the latter basis.

Bid / Offer data

6.22

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

6.23

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

6.24

6.25

6.26

National Grid as System Operator, requires Operational Metering Data which
is used for control of the Transmission System in real time. At the present
time, National Grid requires 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

6.27

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

6.28

6.29

6.30

As noted in section 4.7 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:

o 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;

o 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

6.31

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

6.32

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:

e 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.

e 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.

e SCADA - all operational metering data and in the case of wind farms,
wind speed and direction.-
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¢ Contingency communications (e.g. fax)

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

6.33

6.34

% L
B3
=
=

6.35

10m

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

6.36

6.37

6.38

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:

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

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

26 of 134

GC0063 Report to the
Authority

20 November 2014

Version 1.0

Page 26 of 134




6.39 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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Trading Party Account BMU data for SO (Grid
(BSC data) Code data)

Generator and / or supplier
trading provides forecast of
total output.

j

Physical
Notification
(By BMU)

Traded position
(Aggregate)

!

Notification to Elexon

!

Metered output :
(i |

At gate closure the PN be-
comes fixed and will be the
generator’'s best estimate of
output

The difference between
PN and Instruction equals
BOA Volume

Imbalance
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!

Figure 9: High Level lllustration of BSC and Grid Code data flows
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7 Perceived Deficiencies

7.1 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

7.2 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.

7.3 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.

7.4 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 6.146.14 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
7.5 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.

7.6 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 the incorrect settlement of a BOA.

7.7 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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7.8

7.9

7.10

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 in MWh taken between 1%' Oct 2012 and 30" Sept 2013 by
generator fuel source.

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

Percentage of

Offers

16.6 12.8 63.9 6.5 0.2 0.1 0

Percentage of

Bids

7.11

11.9 40.6 42.7 2.7 0 0 2.1

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

7.12

7.13

7.14

7.15

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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7.16

7.17

7.18

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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8 Description of Proposed Solutions

8.1

8.2

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 during
the workgroup discussions prior to consultations taking place and are
described below

e 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

8.3

8.4

8.5

8.6

8.7

8.8

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

8.9

8.10

8.11

8.12

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

8.13

8.14

8.15

8.16

8.17

8.18

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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8.19

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

8.20

8.21

8.22

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

8.23

8.24

8.25

8.26

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 workgroup consultation to the November
2013 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 but are likely to be significant.

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 report.
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8.27 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

BC1.A.1.3.1 is modified to ensure a
consistent definition of MEL is used by all

wind farms

The MEL would provide 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.

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 intermittent generator 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.

MELs manually submitted, reflecting availability of
individual turbines in the same way as MEL reflects

availability of conventional plant.

PN

No change - under this option, PNs would
continue to be provided by wind farm
operators through the BM.

No change - under this option, PNs would continue
to be provided by wind farm operators through the
BM.

No change - under this option, PNs would continue
to be provided by wind farm operators through the
BM.
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Power Avail

A value representing Power Available will be
used by the Generator to calculate and submit
MELs

A value representing Power Available will be used
by the Generator to calculate and submit MELs with
a defined update rate.

A Power Available signal will be provided via
SCADA to NGET.
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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.

Costs
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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 for new generators

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

Standardised MELs

Option 2

MEL Updated at Regular Intervals

Option 3

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 - .
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 ] ) - ) )
. ) . 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
i . . . 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 BSU0S 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 BSU0S 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.

Implementation cost is likely to be lower than option 2,
certainly for new generators.
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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 accuracy.
Reduced access to response and reserve markets
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.

efficient and may limit the provision of services
from the most economic providers.

Does not capture LEEMPS or Generators which are not

Option 3 will capture LEEMPS (for new plant) as
CC.6.4.4 states that operational metering from a

party to the wholesale electricity market. LEEMPS station can be requested at the application

If the frequency of update is longer than [10 stage if needed and the requirements of CC.6.5.6 then
minutes] and inconsistent between Generators, apply which includes the modified text for a PA signal.
the reliability of any calculations for headroom and
frequency response may be sub-optimal.

For non-BM Participants the operational metering
Does not capture LEEMPS or Generators which

o requirements (ie CC.6.5.6) will apply if there is a
are not party to the wholesale electricity market.

contractual relationship and they are signatories to the
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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).

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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9 Power Available Signal

9.1 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.

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

P=05pAC (4, BV’ 1)

Where:- P = The power available from the turbine (Watts)
p = The air density (Kg/m®)
A = swept area (m?)
C, = Power Extraction Coefficient which is dependent upon
the tip speed ratio (A = blade tip speed / wind speed) and
Blade Pitch Angle (B).
YV = 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

High Wind Speed

shutdown
T S 15 25
Cut in speed Wind Speed
(m/s)

Figure 10: Wind Turbine Power / wind speed curve

9.3 Under Maximum Power Tracking mode the wind turbine is operating at peak
output for the given wind speed and effectively following equation (1). When

the wind speed approaches its rated value, typically between 11 — 14m/s
(depending upon manufacturer and turbine type), blade pitching will be GC0063 Report to the
initiated which is required to prevent damage to the turbine structure and Authority

generator. 20 November 2014

9.4 Since the wind speed across a wind farm site may vary significantly, and Version 1.0
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9.5

9.6

best way of determining the Active Power output from the wind farm is to
sum the individual Active Power outputs of each wind turbine.

Where there is no curtailment, each wind turbine will generate an Active
Power output as described above. Under this mode of operation, the Active
Power output from the wind farm should be equivalent to the Power
Available from the wind farm.

Where however a wind farm is operating in a de-loaded mode, for example
to provide low frequency response, turbines 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
turbines are de-loaded is complex to determine, largely as a result of the
non-linear behaviour of the turbines when they are not operated at peak
output.

How should the Power Available signal be calculated?

9.7

9.8

9.9

9.10

9.11

9.12

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 from 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

9.13

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?

9.14

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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10 Minute Signal
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Figure 12: Wind metered output at 10 minute intervals compared with actual

9.15

9.16

During the Workgroup discussions, it has been highlighted that a MW
Avalilability 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 for recalculation of
Power Available 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 an automatic refresh rate of 5
seconds as currently applied to wind speed and direction.

Signal Specification

9.17

It was agreed by the workgroup that the specification of the signal may need
further work following implementation of the Grid Code change. While it is
acknowledged that a power available signal is used in compliance testing
and is provided by manufacturers on all modern turbines, the specification of
this will not necessarily be consistent. Some consistency between the testing
signal and the operational metering signal definitions, where relevant, is also
appropriate to consider.

Power Available under different scenarios

High wind speed shutdown

9.18

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

9.19

The turbine is available if it is available to produce energy unless curtailed
for O&M/performance reasons.
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Signal Failure

9.20 In the event of a failure of the Power Available signal, it is anticipated that
the generator in question would be unable to participate in the frequency
response and reserve market until it was restored. There would not be a
reversion to the use of MEL.

Additional items of information which could be of benefit

9.21 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.

Turbine capacity is greater than Transmission Entry Capacity (TEC)

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

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

e Code changes
e Wind Farm data management / SCADA configuration

e Impact on current data signals between Generation and System
Operator

¢ Communications

e Operating Procedures

e Dispatch and control systems

e Settlement

e Testing, validation and compliance
¢ Regulatory Considerations

e Cost of implementation

e Retrospective Application

Option 1 Impact (Standardisation of MEL)
Code changes

10.2 Grid Code BC1.A.1.3.1 would need to be modified to ensure a consistent
definition of MEL. The Grid Code would 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.

Wind Farm data management

10.3 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

10.4 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.

Operating Procedures

10.5 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. GC0063 Report to the
Authority
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Dispatch and Control Systems

10.6 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
10.7 No changes would be needed to the settlement systems.
Testing, validation and compliance

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

Regulatory Considerations

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

Cost of Implementation

10.10Anticipated to be low, as essentially this option is based on improving
existing provisions.

Option 2 Impact (Dynamic MEL)

10.11The 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. Depending on the extent to which any changes to MEL
were made manually, there would also be overheads associated with
altering submissions and in enhanced Trading Point/Control Point
obligations.

Option 3 Impact (Power Available Signal via SCADA)
Code changes

10.12Grid 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 2016, although the SO may wish to puruse the provision of this
signal from some existing Generators by mutual agreement; equally some
existing parties may wish to provide the signal to allow their participation in
response and reserve markets 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)

10.13There may also be changes to Licence Condition C16 documents which
would need to be reviewed.
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Power Park Module data management

10.14A Power Park Module would need to produce a MEL based on the wind
turbines available. This will require a new process to be implemented.

10.15A new Power Available signal would be required from the Power Park
Module to the System Operator. Section 6.27 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

10.161f 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

10.17The 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

10.18An 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

10.19No changes would be needed to the settlement systems.

Testing, validation and compliance

10.20A 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

10.21Consideration 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

10.22The Workgroup recognised that this was likely to be different for parties

depending on the systems and processes adopted. However, costs for new
generators are anticipated to be minimal.
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11 Implementation Considerations

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

¢ Retrospective application

o When should new requirements apply from

e Which generation should this apply to?

¢ Should other renewables be taken into account

o European Network Code implications

¢ Significant Code Review on Balancing
Retrospective application

11.2 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
progressing this would be by mutual agreement. 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 if any retrospective
requirement was proposed or agreed bilaterally.

11.3 It was 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 from a defined connection date.

Application of Option 1 (Consistent MEL)

11.4 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)

11.5 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)

11.6 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.
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Application of Power Available Signal via SCADA (Option 3)
MEL Data

11.7 The Power Park Module 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

11.8 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.

11.9 If a key business need were identified to apply the requirement for a Power
Available signal to existing as well as to new wind farms, then this would
need to be justified for the specific existing wind farms from which it was to
be required. Such a decision would require further analysis.

11.101t was noted that the benefits to a wind farm from providing a Power
Available signal (e.g. facilitation of participation in response and reserve
markets) may mean that wind farm operators may choose to provide a
Power Available signal at their wind farms in any event.

When should new requirements apply from?

11.11A likely time frame would be 12 to 24 months from any approval date to
allow the necessary changes to be implemented for new generators; any
requirements for existing generators would need to be assessed separately.

Which generation should this apply to?

11.121t 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?

11.13Whilst 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.

11.14For 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

11.15A 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
Avalilability is as follows:

“The amount of Active Power that the Controllable WFPS [Windfarm Power
Station] 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”

11.16When 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.

11.17In Northern Ireland, wind farms larger than 5SMW 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.

11.18In 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).

11.190n 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.

11.20The 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 manage 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. GC0063 Report to the
Authority
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European Network Codes

11.21As 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.

11.22The 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 harmonised 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.

11.23The 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
2017) 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.

11.24So 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 latest Commission draft dated 14™ January
2014, Article 9 (5) (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 above draft version
of ENTSO-E RfG Code continues “2) 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

11.25The 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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12 Workgroup and Consultation Conclusions

12.1

12.2

12.3

12.4

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.

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.

While this view was not unanimous, a majority of the Workgroup members
and respondents to the Workgroup and Industry Consultations, and also
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 recommendation is that, other than
in exceptional circumstances, this option would only apply to New
Generators with a Completion Date on or after 1% April 2016 to avoid
imposing additional requirements upon projects at an advanced stage of
construction.

An associated issue is the accuracy of BOA settlement. The Workgroup, and
the majority of consultation respondents, 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 associated with option 3 as described in
this report could be effected prior to the finalisation of any attendant BSC
modification. Option 3 is essentially a hardware solution and, while offering
potential for use in a future BSC modification, does not in itself impact BOA
settlement on implementation.
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Impact on the Grid Code

13.1 GCO0063 as proposed in this report being option (ii) as set out requires
amendments to the following parts of the Grid Code:

e Glossary & Definitions
¢ Connection Conditions
¢ Balancing Code 1

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

Impact on Grid Code Users

13.3 The impact on Grid Code Users is covered in detail in section 9.

Impact on National Electricity Transmission System (NETS)

13.4 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
13.5 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

13.6 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

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

Impact on other industry documents

13.8 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

13.9 The Workgroup proposes that, should the proposals be taken forward, the
proposed changes be implemented on the 1% of January 2015 or 10
business days after an Authority decision, whichever is later.
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14 Workgroup and Industry Consultations

14.1 A Workgroup Consultation was held ending on 27" January 2014. The report
was revised on the basis of the responses received and was followed by an
Industry Consultation which ended on 7™ April 2014. A total of 12 responses
were received, with five parties responding to both of the consultations. An
overview of the responses is given in the table below. Full copies of each of
the responses are included in annex 4.

Ref Company Supportive Main Comments

Workgroup Consultation

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

Scottish * 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.

e 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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Ref

Company

Workgroup Consultation

Supportive

Main Comments

CR-03

RWE

Yes

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.

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

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
appropriate data to be used for both
operational and settlement purposes
can be done under Grid Code
governance.

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.

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

CR-04

SSE
Generation

Yes, broadly

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.

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
confidence in the headroom available
when a wind farm BMU is subject to
BOA.

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.

Option 3 could be used for BOA
settlement if the level of accuracy
was subject to grid code compliance.
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Ref

Company

Workgroup Consultation

Supportive

Main Comments

CR-05

EON

Yes, broadly

Any of the options could be taken
forward independently of subsequent
BSC changes.

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
across all generation technology

types.

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.

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.
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Ref

Company

Industry Consultation

Supportive

Main Comments

CR-06

DONG
Energy UK
Wind Power

Yes

Proposes trial period of option 1;
existing arrangements could be made
to work better.

Supports option 3 as this will be
relatively straightforward.

BOA/BSC points do complicate a full
assessment.

Questions what the enduring
requirements for PN data will be once
a Power Available signal is
established.

CR-07

EdF

Yes

Option 3 appears the simplest long-
term solution.

Implementation can be independent
of a BSC mod although a cross-code
workshop would be useful.

Would like to understand how a
Power Available signal and forecast
PNs would be used by the SO.

Feels that the extent to which PA
addresses objectives may not be
known until completion of BSC mods.

Reservations expressed around the
implementation time for existing
generators.

CR-08

EON

No

Prefers option 1 and also feels that
accuracy of existing PNs could be
improved.

Thinks that option 3 puts additional
costs on PPMs and also questions
potential for retrospectivity.

Any of options could be progressed
independently of a BOA mod,
although not clear how option 3
would be used for BOA settlement.

CR-09

RES Ltd

Yes

Wanted another Workgroup meeting
before the Industry Consultation.

Either of options 2 or 3 could address
operational data deficiencies.

Implementation date (1 April 2015) is
too soon for option 3.

Could take forwards independently of
BOA settlement issues but this would
be unwise and thinks that BSC panel
should consider options.

Thinks consultation should have
asked respondents for cost
information although believes that the
cost for new windfarms of option 3
will be negligible.
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Ref Company Supportive Main Comments

Industry Consultation

Prefers option 3 as the user systems
for this are largely in place so will be
lowest cost.

e  Suggests delaying application to April
2016.

e  Thinks BSC mod should be carried
out before implementation.

CR-10 RWE Yes

e  Questions what purpose PN data will
serve going forwards. Need to
reconsider total data submissions in
light of new data requirements.

e  Supports option 3.

) e Believes date should be later —
CR-11 Scottish suggesting Sept 2015.

5 Yes
ower e Provision of PA signal can be

addressed independently of BSC
changes.

e  Supports option 3.

e  Existing generators should be
allowed to provide a PA signal if they
wish.

CR-12 SSE Yes e Can be taken forwards separately to

BSC issues.

o Believes application of changes to
windfarms under the BSC could be
discriminatory.

National Grid Comments on Consultation Responses

14.2 National Grid wish to thank all of the respondents for their comments
regarding GC0063 and their support during the Workgroup process.

14.3 The responses received were all broadly supportive of the need to improve
the accuracy of availability data for intermittent generation and from this to
allow the System Operator to better assess the available headroom and to
allow better participation in the response and reserve markets by intermittent
generators.

14.4 There was no absolute consensus on the way forward. A majority of
respondents supported option 3, the provision of a Power Available signal
via SCADA, and believed that this would be the simplest and lowest cost
solution, while 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 and RES Ltd support either of
option 2 (dynamic MEL) or option 3.

14.5 Several parties felt that the application to new generators from 1% April 2015

was too soon to reasonably be incorporated for projects that were already
well advance in construction; this was therefore revised to 1% April 2016. GC0063 Report to the
Authority

14.6 All respondents agreed that an associated change to the BSC is required. In 20 November 2014

their response to the Industry Consultation, DONG believe that this .
complicates a full assessment. Scottish Power, SSE, EdF, RES and EON  Version1.0

believe that a BSC change can be taken forwards independently of Grid Page 65 of 134
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Code changes, although EdF believe that a cross-code workshop would be
useful and RES Ltd think that the BSC panel should consider the options
available. RWE feel that any BSC changes should be concluded before the
Grid Code changes are implemented.
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15 GCRP Discussion

151

15.2

15.3

15.4

155

15.6

15.7

The results of the Consultation and a draft of this report to the Authority were
discussed at the Grid Code Review Panel meeting held on 21% May 2014.
An extract from the minutes is presented in annex 5.

In summary, the 3 options developed by the workgroup were related to the
panel plus the majority workgroup view in support of option 3 as written into
the draft report. The outcome of the GCRP discussion was that National Grid
took an action to update the report with further narrative to reflect the points
made, consider further how to progress this and provide updates at future
panel meetings.

Option 3 was recommended to the panel as the best compromise to address
the deficiencies identified on the basis of the workgroup findings and
consultation responses. National Grid were however comfortable with all of
the options. Option 2, redefinition of a ‘dynamic’ MEL, could be equally
appropriate and has the advantage that it seeks merely to improve the
accuracy and consistency of an existing data item and that it applies to all
plant. This option was however unpopular in the workgroup and ensuing
consultations, with a majority view being in favour of option 3 on the grounds
that this would be cheaper and would not be applied unilaterally to existing
plant given the costs associated with retrofitting.

In the GCRP minutes, the points raised with respect to the appropriateness
of the choice of option 3 as the preferred way forward focussed on the
requirements for:

o More information on the defect that the Power Available Workgroup
sought to address.

. Greater confidence in the costs that would be incurred.
o Clarity on any retrospective application.

o Further consideration of the contingent need for a BSC modification.

It was also clear, however, that there was firstly a need for further
stakeholder engagement and discussion of the issues. With this in mind, a
special session of the Generator Services Group, facilitated by
RenewableUK, was arranged on 16 September 2014 and a further meeting
of the workgroup on 8 October 2014. A summary of the opportunities given
to stakeholders for engagement during the consultation and GCRP
discussion phase is given in annex 6.

A further two variations on option 3 were proposed during the final
workgroup meeting being:
e Option 3(a) - Similar to option 3 but without the redefinition of MEL. So
purely the provision of an additional Power Available signal; and
o 3(b) Retrospective application of option 3, so applying to all wind farms

Finally, the option of instead doing nothing was also discussed. However,
this was discounted as the defect had been clearly defined and was
accepted by the Workgroup.

The view of the workgroup as expressed in the last workgroup meeting was
that option 3 was still the favoured way forward.
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16 Final Conclusions

16.1 Subsequent to these discussions, the report has been revised to address the
points made at GCRP and a new executive summary has been included to
improve the narrative. The recommendation of the workgroup as set out in
this report is still Option 3, the provision of a new Power Available signal, for
the following reasons:

e Option 1 does not provide a consistent answer to the required
improvements in MEL accuracy.

e Both of options 1 and 2 can only apply unilaterally as they redefine
MEL, so imposing a potentially significant cost burden upon existing
generators.

e  Option 3(b) likewise applies to existing generators with the same cost
proviso.

e  For Option 3(a), which excluded the minor redefinition of MEL from
option 3, it was agreed that it was preferable to leave this in as the
provision of connected capacity data to the market and System
Operator would support more effective wind forecasting.

o  Option 3 delivers the means by which the System Operator can better
predict intermittent generator headroom and therefore will allow the
selection and participation of intermittent generators in the frequency
response and reserve markets.

16.2 The particular points made in GCRP and expanded on in the subsequent
meetings are answered specifically below.

Summary of the defect

16.3 The concept of Power Available is concerned with achieving a more
accurate view of the available headroom for intermittent generators between
their actual and potential output within Balancing Mechanism timescales.
This will allow the System Operator a better view of possible frequency
response or reserve actions for these generators, enhancing efficiency of
operation and system security. It will also better facilitate market participation
of intermittent generation in enhancing their provision of and recompense for
response and reserve services.

16.4 The defect that the Workgroup sought to address is that currently the
potential maximum output of an intermittent generator is not accurately
known by the System Operator, when that generator is operating de-loaded
from its maximum output. This presents the System Operator with an
increasing operational challenge which will become more prevalent as the
penetration of wind generation increases in that the capability of intermittent
generation to provide frequency response and reserve services is not
accurately known. This will lead to the inefficient scheduling of services with
potentially more expensive providers and the loss of associated revenues to
wind farms.

16.5 Two items of data are used to provide a measure of potential generator
output:

Physical Notification (PN) 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
used by the System Operator to determine the current generator output and
forecast output going forward. The accuracy of PN-following for wind farms
has been assessed to have an average deviation of 15% compared to a
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16.6

maximum of 5% for other generation types (see report item 6.8) owing to the
difficulty in predicting possible output. A recent 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 at the
time they were produced. 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 a generator that participates in the BM is over-
generating relative to its PN, in times of system stress BOAs issued to the
generator to reduce output can result in zero payments to the generator for
such volumes of over-generation.

Maximum Export Limit (MEL) BM Participants (generators) are required to
submit Maximum Export Limit (MEL) data to indicate the maximum power
that a BM Unit could export onto the transmission system. 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. 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. 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). A very low proportion of windfarms (1.4% - see 6.19) revise
their MELs between gate closure and real time, however, indicating that this
‘dynamic’ view of MEL is far from prevalent.

Inaccurate MELs mean that the System Operator cannot reasonably instruct
windfarms to provide frequency response or reserve services, as the level of
delivery will be far from certain.

Costs

16.7

The costs that would be incurred in providing a Power Available signal for
new plant are extremely low since it has been confirmed by workgroup
members that this facility is already available in new wind turbines and is
used regularly in commissioning activities (including compliance). Retrofitting
would be more expensive but is not proposed. By contrast, provision of a
dynamic MEL (option 2) would apply across the board and where applied to
existing generators could result in substantial additional costs making Option
3 (Data Feed via SCADA) more appropriate.

Retrospectivity

16.8

16.9

Retrospectivity is confirmed to not be a feature of the option 3 proposal. Both
Options 1 and 2 would apply equally to new and existing generators 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.

The date of application to new plant has been moved from April 2015 to April
2016 in response to feedback from the industry consultation and there are
no plans to extend this.

16.10EXxisting generators being BM participants, if they wished to take part in the

frequency response and reserve markets, could contact National Grid to
arrange retrofitting to facilitate provision of a Power Available signal but this
would be non-mandatory and by bilateral agreement only. Equally, National
Grid could initiate such discussions if an operational need was identified.
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Trialling

16.11Trialling was discussed in detail at the final workgroup meeting of 8 October
2014. It could be used to demonstrate functionality and to prove that the
end-to-end process could work.

16.12NGET’s opinion was that it was unclear what questions would be answered
by trialling; from the use of a power available signal in testing, and the ability
of manufacturers to provide and use a similar power available function in
Ireland, it is already known to be feasible.

16.13In terms of the process or system changes that would be required by NGET
as the System Operator to use the Power Available signal, a clear
methodology was presented to the workgroup in the last workgroup meeting.

16.14Some stakeholders were of the view that trialling could answer questions
and that it would be helpful to know before a Grid Code change was
implemented that the solution worked and was effectively defined.

16.15Trialling would add additional time delays to the effective implementation
and roll out of Power Available signalling. On the grounds that the additional
benefits of trialling are not clear and that the trialling approach did not have
support from the majority of the workgroup it is not proposed to take this
forward as part of the solution.

BSC Settlement Accuracy

16.16 An associated issue for the outcome of this Workgroup and the proposed
way forward is the accuracy of BOA settlement. The Workgroup, and the
majority of the consultation respondents, agreed that any of the proposed
solutions could be used to improve this through more accurate data
submissions. 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 associated with any of the options described in this report could be
effected prior to the finalisation of any attendant BSC modification. Option 3
is essentially a hardware solution and, while offering potential for use in a
future BSC modification, does not in itself impact BOA settlement on
implementation.

16.17National Grid recognises that an accuracy standard could be used rather
than reliance on a best estimate commensurate with good industry practice;
however it was concluded that the approach adopted for PN accuracy
should similarly apply to MELs. It remains the case that an accuracy
standard could apply to options 1 and 2 while the solution proposed in option
3 effectively makes greater accuracy achievable by referencing the Power
Available signal but does not by itself change any of the existing BOA
settlement arrangements.

16.18 Any changes to the BOA settlement process will need to be taken forwards
under the Balancing and Settlement Code and the associated BSC Panel.
The Power Available workgroup agreed that while a Power Available signal
could help to facilitate such changes it was not necessary to progress work
under the BSC in advance of the implementation of the proposed Power
Available solution.
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Power Available

TERMS OF REFERENCE

Annex 1 - Terms of Reference

nationalgrid

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

GCRP meeting.

2. The Workgroup shall formally report to the GCRP.
Membership

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.

5. National Grid will provide technical secretary resource to the Workgroup and handle
administrative arrangements such as venue, agenda and minutes.

6. 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:

http://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/Electricity/Codes/gridcode/workingdroups/

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

¢ 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 refrospective application of Power Available will be appropriate

Assess whether other renewables should be taken into account

. The Workgroup will also:
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* 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 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

+ 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 Warkgroup; 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 proposed
Grid Code modification as set out in option 3 of this report. The proposed
new text is in red and is based on Grid Code Issue 5 Revision 5.

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

Glossary and Definitions

Power Available A 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 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 Frequency
Sensitive Mode or when an Emergency Instruction has
been issued.

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

Connection Conditions

CC.6.5.6 Operational Metering

CC.6.5.6(d) In the case of a Power Park Module, ar-additional energy input
signals (e.g. wind speed, and wind direction) may be specified in the
Bilateral Agreement. For Power Park Modules with a Completion
Date on or after 1st April 2016 a Power Available signal will also be
specified in 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 ~ G€0063 Report to the
reserve. For the avoidance of doubt, the Power Available signal  Authority

would be automatically provided to NGET and represent the sum of 20 November 2014
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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.

Balancing Codes

BC1.A.131

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, 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.
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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 — Consultation Responses

CR-01 ScottishPower

GCODES Powar Avallabls

Industry partias are inviied to respond o this consURaNON EXprEcsing Melr Views and supplying
the rationaie for those views, particulany In respect of any specific questions detalled Deiow.

Please sand your responses by 27 January 2014 to Grid Codedinationalgrid com. Please
note that any responses recalved after the deadline or sent to 3 dfferent emall address may

not recalve due conskderation.

Respondsnt

Simon Reld, Simonpeter reigscotishpower, com
+44 TF02 804 230

Company Mams:

SooittshPower

D you suppot the proposed
Implementation approach of 10
business days Tollowing an
Authority declalon?

Do you belleve that GCO0EY batter
facliEates the appropriats Grid
Code objectivas?

¥es

For reference the appiicable Grid Code chjectives
dre’

{T) to permit the development, malntenance and
aperation of an eMckent, cooranated and
economical system for the tansmission of
alectrichy;

(1) f2 faciiate competiion In the generation and
supply of electricly (and without Bmiting the
faregoing, to faclitate the national electricky
transmission sysiem being made avallabie fo
persons authorised fo SUpply o generate electriclry
an f=ms which I'1E'|'|'|']E'|"_D."EIE'|'.‘!‘ nar resiria
competition in the supply or generation of
Bleciiciy);

{10 subject fo Sub-paragraphs (1) and (¥), o
promote the securlty and eMcency of the eleciricly
generation, fransmission and distibution sysiems
in the national electricly fransmission sysiem
operaior area fakan a5 & whoke: and

{1v) to eclently discharpe the oblgations Impasad
upan the lcanses hy this Noense and to comply
with the Electricity Regulation and any relevant
legaly binging decisions of the European
Commission andior e Agency.

1afs

79 of 134

GC0063 Report to the
Authority

20 November 2014

Version 1.0

Page 79 of 134




Do you agres with the deflclencles
identifisd?

(L. lack of visibiity of neadroom
for the purposss of  hobding
reserve and fraquency responss
whan wind fanms mg:}rtalaﬂ ainad
accuracy of PNz for the purposses
of calculating BOA volurmss)

¥es

a%r.n: with  ihe
concluslons of the report that any
of the propossd soluilons
joptions 1, 2 & 3 for operational
data could squally apply fto
gocurats  BOA  sefflemsnt
required, howswer this would
need fo be progresssd through
Batancing and Settlemant Code
QUYEImancs amangsments If this
was conaldersd necessary by

BSC partlas?

Do you

Yes with appropriate industry consuation.

Do you have a view on whather
the Power Avallable proposals
within the Gnd Code can be
carted out separately or should
be progressed only when any
BSC Amrangaments ars
cncluded?

[Woke haf the S0 beleves that hese
can be done separstely ¥ deemed

appropriate, however 3 Wovkproup
CONSENSUS Was not Schieved on this

paini]

The power Jvaliable proposals showd only be
progressed when BSC arangemernts ame In piace

Of the thres g outlined
apaln below and detalled In the
Workgroup report, which do you
fhink best addresses  the
deflclanc|es Idantifled,
considering both  mifigation of
thaza and Implemantation 7

Can you give reasons for your
preferanca?

Opflon 1 - Standardisation of MEL
which would reguire a vale that
woukl be expected to wary with
forecast wind output, where the
update frequency was a varabie 1o
be determined by the User:

Opfion 2 - Dynamic MEL (Power
Avalable used to caiculate MEL),

wih an update frequency of [10

AN optlons aodress the Jeficlanc)y identthed
through & combination of cost, e3se of
impiemantation, fransparency and overal banafits.

Ciptlan T | bedeve that e 50 wil gain subsiantial
benefts i farms of cakculation of headroom from
this option and hal these may only be dampenad
by the refresh rate and triggers for resubmission
being incansistent

Option 2 requires an Increase i dafa fiows and he
management of them, | 00 ROt KNow i this IS
significant. However the reguianty may nat bring
any benes in X5 own fght. Confidence In Option
T or2 wil be eamed and cannol be fakan for
grantad

2ol 3
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MINUAEE], ard

Option 3 - Power Avallabie Data via
SCADA Le the submission of a
Powser Avalabie signal as an
operational metering signal which
would be fed to e Matonal Grd
Control Centre wia SCADA with the
redefinition of MEL used i Indicate
siecirically connected capacity.

Ciption 3 WAth Ciption 3 It 5 nof chear reading the
.'E'Q'E‘.' text how arstributian ar fransmvssion
constraints would be faciored info the caloulation of
Fower AvaiiEhe I..'q':'.'l"lg' the avalabilty of ifha
inaidgual furbines * Wioukd an atemaie /T
piatiorm Mke T Messaging or someming cise
rather than from SCADA «'."_r'«'.".'EF."I be & chioke for
this option?

For Cpélon 1; [Standardisation of
MEL opion)

= What cosfs do you envisage
this Imposing 7
Can you prowids an
Indicaticn of the steps and
coats nesded to apply this
option? I nacessany,
Indicats whether this la
sltslassst age spacifc.
What process do  you
anvizags to Implamsnt this
opthon?  For axampls, now
frequently would MEL be
, or what would
a Genarator to

Inttiate
upekaba?

NG COEES Anfommatian avatahie af this ome.

For Opflon 2 [Dynamlc MEL
aption)
=  What costs do you envisags
this Imiposing 7

Can you provide an
Indicaticn of the afsps and
costs nesdad to apply T If
necagsary, indlcats whather
thiz Is sitalszast age
apecific.

What frequancy of updats
would you congider to ba
appropriate?

Mo costs infoarmatian svaliahie af this time.

Frequency of update appears from the consultation
infoymation fo be appropriafe & 10 minues.

For the SCADA based opfion 3:

= Wihat cosfs do you snvizags
thi= Imposing?

can you prowide an

Indicaticn of the steps and

costs nesded to apply? o

nacagsary, Indlicats whether

thiz I8 altsassst age
gpecinc.

Wihat frequency of
think ghven
gxlsting SCaDa  data

fow update fo the aysism

oparator and the report
asgesamant of a 10 minuts

data update raquency?

i

Mo costs informatian svaliahie af this fime.

Frequency of update appears from the consultation
information 1o be appropriate st 10 minues.

dafs
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« Cam you |provide an
Indication of the staps and
costs nesded to apply a
retroapective Power
Avalable signal wia SCADA
and the coats thai this might

Inrwiokea? If  necesaary,
Indicats whether thiz s
pltedassct speciic?

This wowd need o considered [n Mght of specic
inafdaual sfe costs and beneiits dermed

Do you agres with the bansfiis
propoasd below?

Do ﬂr&yﬂﬁply equally (or HFJ:JHIL:-:

Proposad Bensafits

At @ high lewel, the proposals
discuesed a5 FI-HIT aof this Power
Avalable Workgroup would help to
faciitate:

+ The eMdent Inbegrabion,
participation and operation of
renewable generation Into the
enangy marke?;

« The opportunity for renewable
generation o eam addtional
revenues from the prosision of
Balancing  Sendces,  for
E'HE"HF‘E reserve, Bid Offer
Acceptances  (BOAs)  and
frequency response;

« Feguction In Me need o take
actions from out of ment
altematives;

« Enhanced system securty by
providing maone options for the
provision of balanging services,
pzlﬂmlan}' In regins where

generation with
L:munllabie fua| sounces =
avallable;

= Improved systiem resllence as
penetration  of  renewable
?EHEE'I.H]I'I [ b e = and
iherefore  capacity  for
renewable -?EI'I-EIE'HITI: and.

« More efclent operation of the
system allowing al BSUoS
payers fo benefit from reduced
costs of Me balancing
mechanism.

¥ies, 35 a broad sfatemerd, all of the opiions coukd
deier hensfirs in e aregs staled.

if Is the responsDily s on the S0 o wiise e
doditianal infammation 35 desipned

4af 5
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Do you have any addiflonal
COMMENta 7

Mone

at ffws thme
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CR-02 DONG Energy UK Wind Power

Grid Code Workgroup Consultation Response Proforma

GCO0ES Powar Avallable

Irdustry parties are Invited 1o respond 1o this consuitation expressing Melr Views and supplying
the rationaiie for those views, particulany In respect of any specific questions detailed beiow.

Please sand your responses by 27 January 2014 1o Grd Coded@inationalgrid com. Please
noite that any responses received after the deadline or sent 10 3 dfferent emal address may
not recatve due consideration.

Respondsnit: Hannah MokKnney
a7878654037
Company Mames: DG Enangy LK
Wing Power
D you suppert the proposad Far DONG Enengy this fimefame would seem
Implamentation approach of 10 SchieVaie on INE! 355ES5MENT HOWeVeY, wa
busineas days Tollowing an WOLTD Feserve the fght to reconsider IS 35pect
Authorty dacisbon? fofiowing mare gefaled Snalysls of the costs and
the implementation practicailties invalved (This is
cumently underwayl

Do you belleve that GCO0E3 better | For reference the appicable Giid Code chlectives
faclifates the appropriate Grid ars;

Code objectives’? {1} to permit the development, mainmtenance and
operation of an effdent, coordinaled and
econamical system for the ransmission of
elacincty; We SUDPOT National GIATS SOMments
a5 gescribed in the consuitsdon.

{N} %o faclitate competition In the generation and
supply of alectricity [and without Emiting the
foranoing, to Taciitate the national slechicity
transmitssion sysiem baing madte avaliable to
persons authorissd to supply or generate eleciiclty
on f2nmes whikch nefthear [H'E'l'Eﬂt nior resmct
comgpetition In the supply or generation of
eleciricity); We support Natonal Grid's comments
as described In the consuliation.

{W) EuDject to sub-paragraphs (1) and (1), to
promote the securtty and eMclency of the electricty
generabion, fransmisslon and distibution systems

1ol
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In the national electricity fransmission system
operator area taken as a whole; and We support
National Grig™s comments a5 described i the
consultation.

[} io eMciently discharge the obligations Imposad
upon the licenses by this license and to comply
with the Electricity Reguiation and any relevant
legally binding decislons of the European
Commission andior e Agency. We support
Mational Grid's comments a5 described i the
consultation.

Do you agres with the daflclanclas
identifed?

{L.&. lack of vigiblity of haadroom
for purpcsas of  hobding
reserve and frequency responss
when wind farms are curtalisd snd
accuracy of PHs for the pu
of calculating BOA valurmss)

Owverall we agree with the deficiencies identified.
Firstly, this Is on the basis of gaining a more
accurate wiew of MEL, whether this Is schieved via
a standardisation methodalogy, a5 per Option 1 or
Oyption 2, or an explclt Power Avalabie signal
direct to NGET; a5 per Opbion 3. EXher of these
would appear fto be an Improvement on the cent
situation.

A secandsyy benellt of this wowld be the potential
for more accurate forecasting of opeational data
such a5 PNs. Athough PN accuracy Is perhiaps
Suixydingte here, e historical mean PN fodowing
error fior windg BMUS of 15.0% cearly demonstraies
a8 need for 355e55ment of pofential measurss for
impovament.

Plegse e revaied comments In this FEﬁ|'.'|IE'I.TI' Lnder
the following two questions.

a%r:ju with  the
conclsalens of the raport that amy
of the propossd solflons
joptions 1, 2 & 3) for operational
data could squally apply to
gocurabe  BOA  sefflement I
required, howsver this would
naed fo be progresssd through
Balancing and Ssttlemeant Code
governancs amangaments If thie
wa3s conabdsrsd necessary by

BSC partles?

Do you

A5 above, we agree that a subsidiary Impact of the
proposed SolMons Coukd result in move accurate
operafional data such a5 PN, This should i fum
facitafe mare acclvaie BOA seffiement and
minimise the potential of under or over payment for
balancing actions undertaken by intermittent
JENerators.

Assuming, &5 suggested, that the System Operafor
Wil lncregse 15 use -u-r.tla:mc:rrp actians on
indermitent genaration in the future, and
impartandly, the iImpications this may have for
PPAs, It would seem appropriate for this fo be
reviewed via the BSC ora Cross Code working
group.

2ol d
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Plogsa see relsiod comments balow.

Do you have a view on whether
the Powsr Avallable proposals
within the Grid Code canm be
carried out separately or should
be progressed only when any
BSC amangamsnts are
cencluded?

[ote ihaf the 50 beleves that Mese
can be done separstely ¥ desmed

appropriste, however @ Workgroup
CONSENSUS Was Not achveved on this

paind]

Wie beleve It would Seem appropriate 1o walt undy
the BSC workgroup has conciuded s review. This
is because operational dats and seffiement data is
inevitabiy Inked and his propasal seeks i
introcuce new data utised in balancing achions.
Anather option may be [0 run his proposal (a5
much a5 can be a.g., leaving out seftemeant
considerations) In paraliel to the BSC.

Elther aption should fully consider the implications
for those wind projects that have PPAS In piace.

Of the thres opions outlined
apaln below and detalled In Ehe
Workgroup report, which do you
fhink best addresses  the
daficlamzles Identifed,
considering both miElgaton of
thess and Implemantation?

Can you give reasons for your
prefersnca?

Opflon 1 - Standardsation of MEL
which woukd reguie a vale that
woukl De expected to vary wih
forecast wind oufput, where the
upiate frequency was a varabie o
be determined by the User;

Opfion 2 - Dynamic MEL (Power
Avalable used to calculate MEL),

with an update frequency of [10
minutes] and

Opfion 3 - Power Avallabie Data via
SCADA Le the submission of a
Powsr  Avallable signal as  an

operational metering signal which
would be fed to e Matonal Grd
Control Centre via SCADA with the
redefinition of MEL used io indicate
eiecirically cornecied capacity.

From a smail wind f5rm cperaior perspective
Oiption 1 25 & Is curmently proposad would saem fo
best address the deficlencies lientiled because
appears the mosf Mexibie of the opfions for
genarators. i allows the provision of MEL updates
i be re-submitted manualy as and when
appropriate. This fexibity could therefore meet the
nEads of diferent sized wind farms. i 2i50 doesnt
restrict the number of ypdates such that this can be
al the discretion or capabilkynesd of the indhvidual
wind famm.

However, we do recognise that Option 1 does not
explicily obiigate penarators fo consider
rESULYTITENg their MEL af certain infervals following
a change i forecast ouiput. We do beleve there
should be such a requirement which could fake the
Foliowing oM. For exampie, te wind generator
would be abligated to cansider resuhmitting thelr
MELS at @ defined minimum infanval but no
requirement to updatarefresh I there Is no
significant change fo the cutput in e with good
industry practice. We bedieve fis cowld provide 3
figure which is suMlicienty robust o be reffable but
not gvenly burdensame.

In terms of the costs of kmplementation we belleve
that cplion 1 would appear nat to Impose
disproportionate coss on those smaber wind fanmm
Operators whikst prowiaing or aliowing laner wind
operafors to update andéor install Sutomated
Systems.

For DONG Enengy speciically, Option 3 would be
the option we would support 3s tis bath addresses
the defickencles Menfiled (35 noted abave) and

doesn't appear (based on Initial review) 1o impass

dalg
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aoditional cosls ar 5}"5I'E'.|Til.':'- ."IEG-EEE&"H}'. ThE ks on
the basis that we wowd seek fo infegrate this wih
the existing dafa-exchange sanvicas between us
and the 50 for example. Therefore, we belleve this
should be reasonably stralghiforward - please aiso
E2E OV COMMMEents 1o I;I'.I'E'-F"F!H'.' i

We wowd however, resenve the right to reconsider
this asped folowing more detalied analysis of the
coSts invohved (This is cumenty unoerway).

For

Cpflon 1: (Standardization of

MEL opfion)

What cosis do you snvisage
thi= Imposing 7
Can you provide an
Indication of the steps and
coats nesdad to apply this
option? i necessany,
Indicats whether this la
altelasaet age speciic.
What process do  you
anvieage to mplement this
opfton? For axample, how
frequenly would MEL be
or  what would
Genarator  to

upsiata®

For

optl

Opéion 2; [Dynamilc MEL

on)
What costs do you envisage
this Imposing ?
Can you provide an
Indicaticn of the afsps and
coste nesdad fo it
macassary, Indlcate whether
this Is sitarzesst age

[

What frequancy of updats
would you conslder fo ba
appropriate 7

For

the SCADA based option 3:
What cosfs do you envisage
this Imposing ?

Can you prowide
Indicaticn of the stepa and
costs nesded to apply? N
macessary, Indicats whether
thiz e aitsvassst  age
apecific.

What frequency of updats do
you think appropriate ghven
the exlsting SCaDa data
fivw wpdate fo the aysism

oparator and fhe raport

DONG Energy has in principle an Avakabie Power
Estimator {APE) Signal from Siemens on ai
running turbines. The tag is calcuiated on @ munning
hass and could be made avaliabie on the OPC
data siream from the park pliof. The quality of the
signal 15 currendy ot fully understood but on
resent park evaluations fAnhok) we found a very
good perfammance of <2-5% eTor on average.

Cwrenfly, for our Danish operations, we ae
requived fo deilver APE once 3 day with Smin
resoiution to the TSO. The delvery of the signal

4ald
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a=nesament of 3 10 minuis
data update frequency?
Cam you |prowide  an
Indicaticn of the steps and
costs nesded fo apply a
ctive Powar
avallabla signal wla SCADA
and the costs that this might

Inviobes? It  necessary,
Indicata whether thiz s
pltedasaet specine?

cowd be done maore frequently as we aiready
exchange data with the TS50 providing direct

ACCESS 8 the pany pilar OPC dafs and the data
exchanges every 5 minufe. The typical park piods

logs data every 10minufe. However, the APE signal

s currently not lopged In the 10min scada sysfam
aorass abf saifware verskons

iOn the basls of the ahove and in particuiar the

level of dafa SCoUracy CLATENNTY We can provide mis

in e LiFC

Ta minimy'ze cost related o exchange this showd
be Integrafed with an existing dafa-exchange
serices Dewean us a5 a generator and 50,
therefore e systam the OF TO SCADA sysiem
would requive reconfiguring to plck up the oniine
signal and integrate info the appicable real-sme
FyStEm

Post appropriate tag MentMcation i s estmated
(very approx,) that 10-15hs of IT from Siemens

woLfd be required per sSEedassed 10 secure the APE

Signal ko fhe OPC stream of the real-dme
operation system. We cumently oo not have a
guiafes for this work friom Semens - therefore cost
infnmation TELC.

Please nofe taf this s our high level prefiminary
A5SESETENT and we ae I:I..'.'T'Eﬂ!'l}' ED.UE'H"I[?.IT:IJ."E'
detall in terms of costs and implementation
considerstions for the UK. We therefore resene
the right f recansider this S5pect filowing mare
detalled analys!s of the costs nvolved and wil
provide this & you when complete.

Do you agres win the banshis

propossd below?

Do they apply sgually (or at all) toe
gach optlon? If plaass
elaborats.

Proposad Benafits

At a high level, the proposals
dscussed a5 part of this Power

fwalable Workgroup would help o
taciitate:

The  efMdent

integration,

This beneff could be achveved under all optons

as5Uming e redefintion of MEL, Including refresh

Safg
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participation and operation of
renewable generation Into the
erengy market;

« The oppostunity for renewable
generation to eam addbiona
revenues from the provision of
Balancing  Sendces,  for
example reserve, Sk Offer
Acceplances  [BOAs) and
fraquency responss;

= Reguction In Me need to take
acions from out of ment
altermatives;

= Enhanced sysiem securlty by
providing maore options for the
provislon of balancing services,
parficulay In regions where
losE generation with
confrollable fuel sources s
arvall e

+  Improved system reshience as
penctration  of  renewable
?EI'I-EIE'IHII'I Meraznes and
inerefore  capacity  for
renswanie ?EI'IHE'U[H'I; and

= More efclent operation of the
sysiemn allowing al BSUoS
payers tn benefit from reduced
costs of e  balancing
mechanism.

inderval rates, provide a suclently rooust skgnal
and Infarmation fo fhe System Operatar,

A5 above, the materiaity of this opportunity Wil of
cowse depend on the System Operator need's in
terms of balancing actions over tme, In particuiar
ullitsing intermittent generation for reserve and
frequency response in agolion & managing
SpEciic System consiraints, 85 perthe cuiment
|'.'|EIII:||.'.E'. Flease 52 our relaled Wews in fne
‘Additional Comments” section below

This benefit could be recognised under all apfions
assuming Mhe rededfition of MEL, incluging refresh
interval rates, provide 3 sumclently robust signal
and information o fhe System Operator.

A5 above. We note however, the kack of furher
information on this parcaived banaflt (and the
athers Bsted) means & Is ciTicult fo accurately
assess and will rely makly on the System Operator
to feedback this infbrmiation to industry.

Pleasa see our refsted views in the 'Addiiona)
COMMENEs” SEcHoN below

AS above

A5 ahove

Do you have any additional
commenta’?

It wouid be heipdul to understand how the PA
signals (revised MEL) and operational data SUch 35
forecast PN would be utised by the System
Cyperator in ferms of thase decisions and achions
taken in respect of the B, For exampie, for
frequency response and diMerences with achions
laken ﬂ:lr-:-:nsuam:mnaga'nenr ME3S0na.

Ealg
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CR-03 RWE

Grid Code Workgroup Conasuliation Reaponss Prolorma

GOE: Power Avallable

InduElry parties &re inv fied o respond o this consulistion eopressing heir views and sLpphying
the razionale for thosa wisws, particulany in respect ol any Spesnc guestions dalsled below.

Please sand your responses by 27" January 2014 1o Grid. Cogaginalionsigrid com. Fiaase
nole that any responses recaived Bfer the deadine or sent 10 2 dfferent emal addrass may

nol recansa due consideration.

Respondent:

Jofin Narbury
Metwork Connechons Manager
AWE Supply & Trading GmaH
Windmill Hill Business Park
Whitenis Way

Swindon SNS 6PE

T 244 (0)1792 B9 2667

M .44 [0)7795 354 382
Jonn.norbunyE rae.com

Compary Hame:

AWE group of UK companies, Including RWE
Mpower pic, AW E Npower Renewsbles Limitad
and FAWE Supply & Trading GmbH

Do you support the proposad
iImplementation approach of 10
business days following an
Authority gecision?

We agresa with the recommendation Qh'E'I'I In
Paragragh 11.9 that the text of e Grid Code
changes be impiemaniad within 10 business days
folOWINg an Aumorly decision. Howaver our
suppart for this 15 subject to the recommenaation
given in Paragrapgh 10.11 that the dete of
sppilcaniity will depand on the adoptad solubion
and that the IKedy time frame would be 12 o 24
months.

Do you believe that GCO0E3 beter
facilikaies the approprias Grid
Code objectives?

For refarance Me appicsbis Gd Cooe objecives
are’

{1} to parmit the deveiopment mainisnance and
aparation of an aficient, cooninatsd and
SoonomicEl S:F“.-T-!-H'I?] for ihe Ensmissom of
sisciricly;

i} Io feciltste compediion in ihe gensration and
SUppk of slectialy (snd without Iming the
foregoing, o faciitte Me nadonsl siscirialy
fransmission system being made aalEhie fo
persons auwthonsed [0 SUpply or genaals aecmigly
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an ferms which naither prevent nor resinc

compelition in the suppl o genaration of
sisciicly);

i} subyect fa sub-paragraphs (1) and {1, io
promois the securily and effgency of the sieciicily

genarahion, ransmission and dsimbaon gesisms
in the nafona’ sfecincily Fansmissin sysiem

Operahor ared [BRen 35 8 wihals, and

{iv) to efigandy discharge the abigatons IMpossd
upon the Icensas by this Icanse and i compl
with the Slectrialy Reguisiion and sy reievant
iagaly bindng decsions of the Europsan
Commission andior the Agendy.

|HMEMHMWMWQEEIU15
BSC Bmangements we are not satisfiad thal the
proposad change GCO0E3 batter faciitsies me
Grid Code objectives.

Do you agres with the deficlencies
identified?

{Le. lack of visibilly of headroom
for the purposes of holding
msarve and frequency response
when wind farms are curtalled and

accuracy of PHs for the purposes
of calculating BOA volumes)

We agrea with ihe deliciences dentined in
Paragraph 6. Wi aiso consider fat the inherent
difficulty In achieving cormalabon betwean PN data
and outtum generation (and not lack of “accuracy”)
for intermitient generation results in PN dala, &s
treated under the Grid Code, that Is not sways
ety to ba it for purposa In lerms of the Uiser
Informing Mational Grid of predicted output and as
& basks for BOA satflement

Do you agres  whh o the
conclusions of the report that any
of  the sed solmions

{options 1, 2 & 2) for operational
data could equally apply to

accurate BOA semtemem  If
Eequired, however this would

mead 10 be progressed through
Balancing and Setlement Code

governance amangements W this
was considered necessary by

BSC parties?

'We assume that this gueston redars 1o Paragraph
1.8 (Exaculve SUMIMany) 25 'Wea 2ne unsiHe ba iird
refenanca ba amy concliusions in the repar.

This peirg the case, we agrea that any of the
proposed S0/UBans woulkd provice the basis far
more accurale BOA saftemeant, (o & grealer or
lessar extant. Howevar, we do nof necessarnky
comngider that this i & matter solaly for B3C
pOvemance amangaments. The identfied
daliciencies demonsirals thal PN dats i uniikedy' 10
be ahways fit for purpose in respect of inbarmittent
penaration and, &= such, It Is probably spproprials
bo identify and define he approprista data to ba
usad for Doth cperational end satiiement purposes
undear Grid Code Qowemance.

Do you havwe a view on whether

We ara concermad thal all the proposed solutions
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the Power Avallable proposals
whhin the Grd Code can be
carried outr separasely or should
be progmssed only when any
BSC arrangements are
concluded?

[Note thar ine 50 Delaves inal thesa
can be done saparatoly If desmed
aporoprisis, howevar 3 Workgroup
consensus was nol aciieved on this

paint]

produca data b ba usad by Mational Grid for BOA
insFuchon purposas whilst PN data conbnves 1o De
usad for BOA sattiement purpases. We consldar i
es=zantial thel the same dats i= used Tor both
purpcsas. Whist wea are unclaar of the axtent io
which Nationgl Grid currently uses PN dala for

intarmitiant ganaration, i i dENcult o understand
how the preparation and treafment of PM data and

efficiancy of BOA payments under the BSC would
improw' e should the use of PN data ba further
marginalizad by National Grid.

'We are theredore ol the view thal the Power
Awalable proposals within the Gnd code should be
implemented out only whan comaspanding BSC
EITENGSMants are concuded.

0 the thmesa :pﬂmu ouglined
again below and detalled In the
Workgroup report which do you
think best addresses  the
geflckenclks Identifled,
considering both milgation of
thesa and Implementation?

Can you give reasons for your
preference?

Optlon 1 - Standandisation of MEL
which would regure 8 waue lhat
would bDe expected o wary wih
foracast wind oulpul, whera he
updale frequency was a wariebia io
ba datermined oy the User,

Option 2 - Dynamic MEL [Power
Avalsble used in calculate MEL),
wih an update Fequency of [10
minuias), and

Option 3 - Power Availabie Deta via
SCADA Le. the submission of &
Powar Avalabie signal as  an
operational metenng =ignal which
would be fad to me Matonal Gnid
Contral Cantre via SCADA with e
redefinion of MEL used o ndcate

Of tha thrae options proposed, we would prefer
Cizlion 2 — Poweer Avalable via SCADA . Wea node
the cument lack of clary reganding weathar
correcion of MEL data and wedcome the proposal
tinat the MEL subrmission represanis the avsilabis

capacity only.

Compared to Options 1 &nd 2, User sysiems are
gready largely In placa to provide the nacessary
data &nd therelore Option 3 would provide the
lowiest cost option with least Usar disnupsan,

glecincaly connecied capacily.
For Cpelon 1: (Standardi=stlon of | Cost information niod swalable st this ime b
MEL optiom) expecied 1o be gredter fhan that for Oplion 2
+ What co5ts 00 you envisage
this Imposing?

+ Canyou provide an
Indication of the seps and
costs needad to apply this

option? W necessary,
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Imdicave whether this Is
sha/asset age specific

+ What process do  you
ervisage to Implement this
option? For example, how
frequently would MEL be
updated, of what would
Iniase & GENersor oo

update?
For Opelon 2: {Dynamic MEL Cost iInformation not avasiabie &t this bme but
option) expecied to be significanty grester than that for
* What cosss 40 you emvisage | oglion 2

this Imposing?

+  Canyou provide an
Indication of the seps and
costs neaded o apply ?
necessary, Indicas whether
this Is she/asset age
spacic.

+  What frequency of update
would you conskder o be

approprize 7
For the SCADA based optlon 3: Cost information not avalabie at this ime but
+ What coStS d0 you envisage | mpected to be less than that for Option 1 or 2.
this Imposing?

« Can you |provide an
Indication of the skeps and
costs needed to apph? W

, Indlcate whethar
this Is she/asset ape
speciic.

+  What frequency of update do
you think appropriate given
the exlsting SCADA data
flow updae w the sysem
operator and the  report
assessment of a 10 minuse
data updae frequency?

+ Can you provide an
Indication of the steps and
costs needed 1 apply a
retrospe calve Power
Avallable signal via SCADA
and the costs that this might
Involve? K necessary,
Indlcate  whathar this s
she/asset spacific?

Do you agree wihh the benedis
proposed below 7

Do they apply egually {or at all) to
each optlion? H not please
elaborae.

Proposad Banefhis
Al B8 high lewal, the propassis

We agresa hat the igenified banalils may b
realsed oy the proposed change ut &y swo
bralils ara lIkety 1o De offsed by furthar
inelficiencias crealed in the BOW paymeant
mechanizm, which would conbinue o e based on
Eumitied P data.
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disciE=sad B= part of this Power

Avalable Woarkgroup would halp fo
laciiate:

The  efficent  integrabon,
participation end operstion of
renewable generation inka the
anangy marked;

The opportunity for renswabie
generation to eam addbons
revenues from the provision of
Balancing  Serices,  for
axampia reserve, Bid Ofer
Acceptances (BOAE) and
IraQUency responss;
Aacucticn In e need 1o take
achons from out of ment
Altermiatyes;

Ennanced sysiem securty by
providing mone oplions for the
provision of balancing servicas,
particulany In regions where
|ass generation with
controllable  fual sowces
avalanle;

Improved sysiem resilience &s
penefration  of  renewable
generalion  Increases and
tharalore Capacity for
ranewable generation; and.

WMora afficient DP-ETi.'ll:Iﬂ of the
system sliowng al BSUoS
payears 1o beneft from reducad
costs of e  balancng
meachanism.

Do you have amy addidlonal
COMMEnts?

i would be helpiul 1o understand the cument /
patenbal usatulnass within the balancng
mecheni=m ol PN and MEL dais submittad for
intermitiani genaration and whether the use of this
dats calepary is and is ikely % remain it for
purpcse with &n increasing volume of intermitient
penarabon. It would alsa be helpiul b battar
undarsiand Mationdl Grid's role in forasasing
Intarmitiant genaration and whether a more fomal
role of caniral lorecasting would provide a more
edficient solution for the indusiry.
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CR-04 SSE Generation

Grid Code Workgroup Consulistion Hesponse Prolorma

GCO082 Powe rAvallabds

Indusiry parties are inviled io respaond fo this consulistion expressing their views and supphying
tha rationale for thoee views, particulany in respect of amy specific guestons dalsiled Delow.

Please sand your responses by 27 January 2044 to Grid.Cocs@nalionslgrid com. Please
nole thal any responses received afer the deadline or sent io 3 diferent emall address may

nol recafse due considemtion.

implementation approach of 10
business days following an
Authorlty decision?

Respondent: Campoell McDonald, 01738 453434, 07767
BE2614, cargbalmedonaidiezecom 0 |

Compary Hame : SSE Ganaration Lo, Keacby Generation Lid,
Medway Power Lid, Liskmouth Power Company
Lid and S5E Aenewsible Holdings Lid

Do you suppont the propossad Mo. Wi respec] v Oplions 1 and 2 the requinad

changes or addiions io operational IT systems wil
take btme b go through & change confrol
processes. In that it will need tme o spectly,
[FrCCure, implement and CHMMESIOnN oW or
smended Eystems.  Snhould ihis requiremant be
sppiled retrospectively, Implementation tme frame
shouwid be =t least 12 months? Wih raspact o
Oplion 2 we consider this obbgabon should be
sopiled to new penarators connectng after &
spacified dale, sugpastion Apri 2015, sllowing bme
1] EﬂEl]ﬁ' the mew reguirement In the Wriine
sUpplY coniract

Do you believe that GCO083 beter
facilisaies the approprias Grid
Code obpciives?

We balieve that ony part of he objective of GC
D063 betier faciiiates the gd code objecives
improving iha confidence of the System Oparator
in the headroom avellsble io hold frequency
responsa when wind farms are curislled by e
provision of the Power Avalable data should sllow
wind Tams o competa in thea |'|"E'II.IETI'E!|' Fesponse
marked and balancing marked thus subsequently
improving the economics of the system operstion
End promoting the secunty al the system.

We do not balieve the objectve to substitule Power
Avalable for PMs for the purposes of calculating
BOA volumes In GCODGZ betler faciitales Grid
cixde mm‘ﬁﬁllrmmmﬁﬂﬂ
BOCEUrecy al PN for cperalional pumposes and
InbroducaE discnmination in mancal setlamant for &
group of generaEions.
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Do you agres whh the deflclencles
e ntified?

{Le. tack of visibiily of headroom
for the purposes of holding
msarve and freguency mesponse
when wind farms are curalled and

of PNs for the purposes
of calculating BOA& volumes)

We agres with the identified deficiency relaing o
the lack of wishillly of headroom from curtalied
wind farms Tor the provision of h-lHI:lI'Q ISsere 2nd
frequancy response. This deficiency Impacts on the
aiilty of wind farms BMUS i particpant in thase
mErkers. We disagree with the identfiad daliciently
relating o0 he accuracy of PNS lor he purpose of
Eﬂllllﬂ.urg B0/ wolumes. The sefllement process
for &l BMUS |5 basad on the submitted PM. We do
not agrea that wind farm BMUs should be singlad
out when the accuracy of other BMUs such as
Demand BMUs have similar challenges. The
accuracy of the PN from wind farms due io he
lengtn of the pate closwe period ImMposad
coniributes signilicamtly o BTy INSCCUrECY.

Do you agree  whh o the
conclusions of the report that any
of the proposed solutions
{options 1, 2 & ) for operational
data could equally apply to
accurate BOA  settement I
mquired, however this would
need 10 be progessed shrough
Balancing and Settlement Code
governance arangements H this
was conskdEred necessary by

BSC partles?

Mo. We oisagree wih this conclusion. Dals
suomitied s set out in Opbions 1 & 2 wil st be as
Inaccurale o a -:qurae-; Tersdore to replace an
inaccurgie PN with an Iﬂ-BJJ.IrEIHﬂ' gernwed P
doesn’t meke sensa, Softement fmom percdic or
10 minute updstes of MEL may not delver
parcenved Denedits. MEL updates as per Opbons 1
& 2 will be regurad 247 only o be used very
occasionally for seflement when the BMU IS
curtalled by BOA. We believe thera sre inherent
Ffl:lti'E'lTIE- with these opbons and considerable
sdministrative burden fo conbrusly updale MEL
Mo other BMU would have this cost and labilty 1o
constanty ¥eck an intarmittant power sourca for
sefflement of BOA and In addlion have the
requirement to submit accurale PN for efficient
operation of tha NETS.

Option 3 for the setiement of BOA could be usad
for BOA seffiement f the level of Bccuracy Wes
subject o gid code compllance. I not povemed
the level of accuracy ks not guaranteed io be batter
than the PM submission. Similarly wih Options 1 &
2 the reguirement o submit accurate PHs for he
oolimisation of the METS would remain and using
Power Avallahie for setiement could detract from
the requiremmiant far PN SCCUracy.

Do you have a view on whether
the Power Avallable proposals
whhin the Grd Code cam be
carred out separasely of should

The proposed power avalable modfication o the
Grid Code could be camied out separsiely only
whara they were 0 be used for the purpose of

indizating headroom dunng & B0A (o curtall & wind
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be progessed only when any
BSC arrangements ane
concludsd?

[Wofe that ihe 50 Delaves ihatl these
can be oone separately I desmed
aporoprisis, however 2 Workgroup
COMSENsUS Was not acihieved on this

pant]

farm.

For any other purpose 8 simuitanegus change
WoUuld be required with e BSC.

A change 1o the sefliement of BOAS for wind farms
to anything ofer than PN could be viewed &s
dsciminatory.  Especislly we belve = the
curent BSC rules stand oiher generalors would
have BOAs sefled o thelr PN even when their
MEL was |pwer than PN

¥ the three mﬂ ouglined
again below and detalled In the

Workgroup report which do you
think best  =sddresses  ihe
deficiencies ldentified,

considering both milgadon of
thesa and Implementation?

Can you glve measons for your
predarence?

Optlon 1 - Standsrdisation of MEL
which would regure & velue that
would be expected to wary with
forecast wind output, whera the

updale frequency Wwas 8 werabia 1o
ba datermined oy the Liser;

Option 2 - Dyramic MEL [Power
Avalable used ip caiculate MEL),
wih an update frequency of [10
minulas]; and

Optlon 3 - Powsr Avallabie Daiz via
SCADA Le. the submission of &
Powar Avwvalable =ignel a5 an
operational metenng signal which
would oe fad o e MNalonal Grid
Coniral Cantre wia SCADA with the
redalinitbion of MEL used o indcale
eiacincaly connecied capactly.

We befieve Opbon 3 best addresses the issue of
confidenca In e headroom = =lable winen 3 wind
farm BMU is subject to BOA alowing the NETSOD
to commit %0 ancilary Sefvices provision from wind
fammes.

The Avallahle Power signal delverad via a Scada
intariace would liow the NETSO reder to dats as
end when they need IL The Implementation ol the
Avallable Power signal requirameant when includad
in Me funchional spechication of 3 Wrbine supply
confract wouid be relatively Inexpensie and
managesdie. Exisling Wind Tarm SMU operalors
could chose to Implement Opbion 3 volundarily
whera the cost and apportunity 1o particpate in he
reserve nd Faguency markals In acceplsble. Ful
refreepaciineg 2oplicaion ol this raguiremant would
ba coslly 1o generaiors.

For Opelon 1: {Standardisation of

MEL option)
= What cosss 40 you envisage
this Imposing?
Can you provide an
Indication of the sseps and
costs needead to apply this

7 K necessary,
Indicate whether this |s
she/asset age specific
What process do  you
envisage to Implement this
option? For example, how
frequently would MEL be
updated, of what would

Costs would ba incumed i dewslop 8 mechanism
o prowide the oparstor with ihe defined Avaladie
Power Nigura and significant resowrce cost of an
opersior o maka Me submissions wie EOL or the
cre=d of aubomating the EDL updale process. I this
Is & manual impor, ihere & NSk of human emor
Thara would be 3 cost associated with satling up &
databasa along with the e=socialed maintenance i
automata tha calculation.

The frequency of MEL update would have to b &
funchion of % change of previously submitted MEL:

this may require updates very frequenty In some
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Inidase & Generator o

updata?

Ins1ancas.

For
optl

Owptlon 2: {Dynamic MEL
e 1]
What cosss do you 2w isage
this Imposing?
Can you provide an
Indication of the sseps and
COS1s neadad 10 apply? i
necessary, Indicae whether
this Is she/asset age
speciic.
What frequancy of update
would you conskder o be

approprizae 7

We Delleve an sulomaled 5'|'5|.H'I1 wolld be
required for ewery BMIU o be In 3 posiion 1o
provice the defined Available Power figure requirad
to update MEL every ten minutes. Therefore this
ootion may require addnional hargware =5 wall B85
software and bmely to construct on existing &nd
new projects slike. Training. malnienznce and on
poing operation will need to be ncluded In the
costs. In some Instances gathenng the necessary
Information will be more challenging &s the rbine
manufaciures SCADA systems are nat developad
i3 the same lewvel, 50 tha =olulion and E==0ciead
costs would be very dependant of the rbine make
and modal.

A oynamic MEL ewery 1en minuies k5 harder io
dalivarer a5 1 requiras a routine / 0sta manipulation
to genarale & Power Avalabie MEL The Power
Awalable MEL would be much mare realistic than
Cglion 1, 8= the infomation would e sampad
evary 10mins as opposed to E0-90miNns. This
option would I automates would remowve the
majority of risk essociabad with human armar.

The frequency of updata required would nead 1o be
relaive to & specfiad perceniage change ta the
previous submission. Ewvary len minutes would be
& practical position for an sutomated process but
mat for & manual update procass.

For

the SCADA based opton 3:
What costs do you envisage
this Imposing?

Can you provide an
Indication of the steps and
costs needad w0 apply? W
necessary, Indicate wheather
this 15 sheasset age
spachic.

What frequency of update do
you think appropriate ghen
the existing SCADA data
flow upda® 10 the sysem
operator and the report
assessment of a 10 minus
data upda® frequency?

Can you provide a&n
Indication of the steps and
costs neeged 10 apply a
retrospe cilve Power
Ffwallable signal via SCADA
and the costs that this might
Involve?  H  necessary,

The cost of Opbion 2 0 spedcied in the project
dasign stage of new projects would be minimal.

Powar Avalabie via SCADA = beliewved 1o ba e
easiest option going forwards io mplemant an new
projecis. The normal sampling bme Tor the SCADA
would be imin. Thea ireguency of update should be
the sama as the rale spacilied for the otier Scads
signals required from a wind a0 Evold
confusion and for ease of configuration.

Mew projects it wil be much easler o sakup the
SDACA requrements o ensure the n
information 15 collected. Ratro-fitirg  onts  an
existing operational project would be exposed io
tne =ame challenges 85 identiiad for Option 2.

Most, it not &l twbine suppllers would heee 1o
reconfigure the Wind Farm Scacsa on exshng wing
fanms 0 procuce a signal to meet the definftion
spacified In this proposal & & conskerabie cost
Ary change to @ wind {arm control system need 1o
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Indicare whether ihis Is

she/asset spacific?

ba carefuly managed io ensure Grd Code
compliance i not compromised

In Ireland io faciitate & change 1o the dedinition of
Avalable Power, SSE agreed & conbract with the
turbine suppiler 1o reconfipure the wind farm
Scafa upgrade sofwere and hardware in elver
the signal on 11 wind farms at & cost of 400K
The imlemal cost [H'EH'HI'IQ mesource for |.B'-E-1I1H and
sudmiz=ion ol data wes othar 250K

Do you agmee whh the benefis
proposed below?

Do they apply equally {or at all) to
H

each option? not,  please
alaborae.

Proposad Benefis

At 3 high leval, the propossis

msciEsad == part ol this Power
Avalable Worsgroup would heip io
Iaciliaie:

The effident  inbegrabon,
participation &nd operation of
ranewable generation Into the
anangy marked;

Thne opporiunity for renewable
Qemeradion o eam addbons
reverues from the provision of

Balancing ~ Services,  Tor
exampla reserve, Bad Ofer
Acceplances  [(BOAE) and
iraguency responss;

Raduction in B2 need 1o (3ke
actons from out of ment
allermaiees;

Enhanced sysiem sacurly by
providing mare oplions for the
provision of DElENCNG Senvicas,
particulary In regions where
255 generation with
controllable  fual sowces s
valanie;

Improved sysiem resiience &s
pengraticn  of  renewable
generation  Incresses and
tharalona capacity for
ranewable generation; and.

Mora alficient I]'FFE'l'E.'ll:I'I'I of thi
system aliowing al BSUS
payers io benefit from reduced
costs  of the  balanang
machanism.

Mo ot aff of tham

Yag il e METS0 use the information efficentty

Yas, hopefully as long as the NETSO hawe &
wilingnass to coniract for bme periods Bchievable

by wind farm BMUS

Yas, hopefully as long as the NETSO have a
wilingness to conlract for bme periods achievable
by wind farm BMUS

Yag

Yiag

Yas In part, by allowing Wind Farms bo access
ancilary sarvice markets nol cumently evalable 1o
tinem

N, ihe suhsiiulon of PN for Power 2w ailsiia need
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o be considersd by the BSC pand before sny
impact on BSUI0S couid be evaiuated

Do you have any additonal
comments?

S5E has indicalad is prederence for Option 3,
Miowew'er It should be nioled that this I on e
Essumpton that [ 1S ral 3 requirsment o b=
eoplled to existing wind farms but instead for new
connections sfter 3 certain date.
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CR-05 EON

GCODES Povwar Avallabls

Industry parties are Imited to respond fo this consuitation expressing Telr views and supplying
the rationaiie for those views, particularty In respect of any specific guestions detailed beiow.

Please send your responses by 27 January 2014 to Grd Codedinationalgric com. Please
note that any responses recelved after the deadline or sent 10 3 diferent emal address may

not recalde due conskderation.

Respondent GUY Philips (g phuipsipeon-Uk com)

Company Mams: E.OM UK pic

Do you suppert the propossd With fhe excepdion of opiion 1, no. Cpdan 7 can he
iImplementation approach of 10 | impiemantad fodowing 10 DUSINESS Jays 35 XS
businsss days Tollowing an imkzd to 3 change fo the legal text of the Grid
suthority declalon? Code to dmprove the definffion of the requirement

Option 2 Invekves an Information systems lead
time, fo Impiemant the automated updare fo MEL,
wihich needs fo be considerad in maore deial.
absance of @ more defined reguirement, we wowkd
suggest itis would need to be af least two years
following an Authorky decision. Cption 3 showkd
anly apply o QENeration contracting for ks plant or
connecting affer a specifed dafe. For both aptions
2 gnd 3 these aspeds are nof referenced i the
draft egal fext contamed in the consustion
document. ¥ s was ciarmed in the darait legal fext
& may be possibée fo SUpport an kmplementaion
approach of 10 business days folowing an
Althoily decision.

D you bellsws that GCO0ES batter | We do nof think ¥ appropviafe fo reoly fo this
facliitates the approprate Grid question Ll & g recommendation on wihich
Coda objecvas ¥ apikan to iake fonward IS made.

Do you agree with the deficlenclas | in aur view there 15 scope to Improve the
identified? information provisian & the System operator o
ﬂ.ﬂ. lack of m“ﬂ.t!r of haaoroom anabie & o beffer defenmine the svalahis

for the purposes of holding | headroom for hoiding resense and frequency
reszerve and frequency responss | response from wing famms. We aiso belizve fhat

WHE%@'}E Eﬁﬂpﬂ:ﬂﬂ and | there Is scope to iImprove accuracy of PN
SCour TPOS88 | cubmissions from wind frms.

of calculating BO& volumsa)
Do you ree  with 118 | optons 1 and 2 may improve the cument
COnClualons ;Etna raport that any amangements for BOA seftiement HUgh Mare

of the propossd solutlons

data could equally apply to | ClEar how any of Me opfions in of Memsehes ater
accurate BO4A  setfleme It | the way in wiich BOA volumes are cakuianed.

required, howsver this would | ARhough there is 3 perceived issue with PN
need to be progresssd Through | oocymcy for the pupose of determining B0A

1ot s
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Batancing and Settlemant Code
governance amangements If this
was conaldersd necessary by

BSC partlas?

volumes we nate that the warking group has
concixaed that Vs /5 outsios of ITs Stope.

Do you have a view on ‘whether
the Power Avallable proposals
within the Grid Code cam be
carted out separately or should

be progressed only when any
BSC arrangaments are
cEncluded?

[Note that the SO belleves that these
can be done separately i deemed
aporopriate. ROWSVEr 2 ]

CONSENSUS Was Nod aciveved an this

painif

in ouv wiew the Power Avaliable proposais,
whichever |5 selected, coukd be taken forward
independenty of any subseguent BSC change a
Party may seek fo bring forward.

Of the thres options outlined
agaln below and detalled In the
Workgroup report, which do you
fhink best asddresses  the
deficlencles Identifed,
consldering both miElgation of
thass and Implemantation?

Can you give reasons Tor your
prefersnce ?

Option 1 - Standardisation of MEL
which would require a vale that
would be bo wary wih
forecast wind output, where the

update frequency was a varlabie 1o
b= detemninad oy the User,

oplion 2 - Dynamic MEL |[Power
Avalable used to caiculate MEL),

wiih an wpdale frequency of [10
minutes] and

Option 3 - Power Avallable Data via
SCADA Le. the submission of a3
Powsr Avallabe signal as an
operational metering signal which
would be fed o Me MNatonal Grid
Control Centre via SCADA with the
redefinition of MEL used 1o indicate
eiepirically cornectad capacity.

i our view the Speckic Issues for the System
Operator described In Chapter 4 of the consuitation
arise from diferent approaches taken by diferent
parties fo calcwiating, and keeping up fo date, MEL
and PN's from Generators with an intermittent
Power Sowce. I these data kems were calculted
and submitted on & consistent basls then the
System Operator would have more confidence In
the data & be able fo beffer use ¥ fo sodress the
Speciic Issues If describes.

We thanefore support Optian 1. This s because in
principie s safs the requirement for MEL fo be
calculated, submited and updated on 3 consist
basis by diferent Users. e aiso support s
apdion as ¥ retains consistency of data Rems
across al generation technology types.

Alled with 3 common understanding of Good
Industry Practice in formuiating and updating PH
submisslons fo e System Operator, Gption 1
should be given fime fo determing K | delvers
improvements fo fhe data submitted fo fhe Sysiem
Operator. The System Operator should consider
managing Indvidusl parties that are outside he
scope of the revised Interpretation intialy through
bilaferal meetings. This woukd be to educate
parties on thelr cbligations and requirements upan
them. However ¥ fis does not lead fo an
improement from an indhidual party the System
Operator should consider options SUCh a5 reporing
to the reguiator and Raming and shaming
cansistent poor performance. Pardies should then
ulimately sonsider thelr wider indusry Code and
rEguiatory rights and duties.

We have discowied Opiion 2 a5 we 9o nof see

Now an auiomated updsie diTers fovm Opbion 1
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and thaf the penerator is hest placed to detenmine
when MEL would need o be re-deciared. It is also
not clear under Opfion 2 what the requirements
are, aside from the suggested persistence
modeling, for revisions to MEL such that the oata
i5 taken frward from real fime trough the BAL
We gt not think that the case for Option 3 &
sufficiently robust af this tme.  The System
Oiperator has not been able fo quantlly or arficuiate
the matenaity of thelr specic [ssues fo justty 3
new data fem to be provided by Generators with
an Infenmittent Power Source. We are aiso not
clear how Me dafa under Option 3 diiers from 3
propenty derived METL that Opfion 1 provides.

Fior Gpélon 1: [Standardisation of
MEL opfon)

What coats o you envigags
this= Imnposing ?
Can you provide an
Indication of the steps and
coats nesdad fo apply this
option? If necassany,
Indicabs whethsr this la
sltelaseet age specific.
What process do you
anviaags to implement this
option?  For axampls, how
frequenily would MEL be
., ofr what would

Inttlate a Gensrator to

upedats?

We do not beleve his option would impase any
akditonal cost o U5 a5 we already fake in 1o
account the prevailing wind forecast and turbine
avaliahiity when calcwating MEL. [t 5 passible
that other parties may Incur some costs In soding
this dafa when formukating and updating thelr MEL
SUBMIS5IONS.

For Optlon 2: (Dynamilc MEL

option]

What coais do you envisags
this Imiposing 7

Can you provide an
Indication of the atsps and
costes nesdad fo It
macsssary, Indlcate whather
this s sttarseast age
apecific.

What frequancy of updsbs
would you consider o ba
appropriste?

We woud Incur costs fo add speckic functionailty fo
our IT MEsiuciure (o (VoCEsS e requied
automated update. We are not in 3 position to
conim the specific cost and lead time o do this.

For the 5CADA based option 3:

What cosfs do you envizage
this Imiposing 7

Can you |prowide  an
Indication of the steps and
coste mesded to apply? W
necagsary, Indicats whethsr
thiz I8 aitedassst  age

apecific.

What usncy of i)
you o apgtoprise g

We are not ablke fo stafe the EIE'E'EN-S COEE ar iead
tmes necessary to implement apdion 3. Much il
depend an what aoawional cost OEWs wi¥ apply
for this additional companent and data Kem,
alongside the communication infrastruciure needed
to send the data fo the System Operator.

In the case of exising sfes, Fthis data kem Is not
reachly available then we would expect the
implementation cost o Mcrease further.

Jafs
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the exlsting SCADA data
fiow update fo the eystem
oparator and the report
assesamant of 4 10 minuts
data update raquency?
Can you prowide  an
Indication of the steps and
costs nesded to apply a
va Power
Avallabls slgnal wia SCADS
and the costs that this might

Invobee? It  necessary,
Indicate whether thiz s
alte/assst specific?

Do you agres with the bansfis
propoasd below?

Do they apply sgually (or af all) to
not.

gach on? M ploase
elaborats.

Proposed Senalits

Al a high lewel, e proposas
dscussed a5 part of this Power

pwallable Workgroup would halp fo
faciitate:

The eMcent nbegration,
participation and operation of
renewanle ?!-I'I-Elﬂ'ﬂ['ﬂ Inbo the
Enengy market;

The opportunity for renewabie
generation to eam addbional
revenues from the provision of
Baancing  Sendces,  Tor
sMampia reserve, Bld  Ofer
Acceptances  (DDAs)  and
fraquency responss;

Reduction In T2 need to f3ke
acficne Trom oul of ment
afteamatives;

Enhanced sysiem securty by
providing more options for the
provision of balancing services,
particularly In reglons where
265 generation with
confrollable fusl sources |5
avalladle;

Improved system reslience as
peneiration  of  renswable

generation
Capasy

thensfore
renewable generation; and.

More eMclent operation of Me
sysiem allowing al BSU0S
pavers 1o benefit from reducad

Af 3 high level yes, however we do notf recognise
many of the statements made when assessing the
aptions in e tabie starting on page 20 of the
consultation. Many of the statements and
compaTsons made are subjective and not
supported by rebust analysis. The companison
also leads e reader to befleve that Option 3 15 the
best oufcome, Which, given the veracily of the
stafements made, s Miskeading and, A our view,
incomect. This has been constructed by the
Sysiem Operator f0 support B conciusion. Ghven
the fimescales for working Qroup members fo
discuss and review the document prior fo
publication Me Ekve has not been propeny
scrutinised.

4afs
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cosls of e balancing

machanism.
Do you have any additional We do not support the statement In paragraph 1.16
COmments? of the corsultation. It ks not comect 1o say that the

wOrking Qroup conciuged Mat option 3 would best
address the deficiencies idenffled. As 3 membser

of the working group, | would highlight that this was
not 3 Unanimous view of the working group.

ool 3
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CR-06 DONG Energy UK Ltd

Grid Code Industry 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 7™ April 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.

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: Hannah McKinney

Hanmc@Dongenergy.co.uk
Company Name: DONG Energy UK

Wind Power
Do you support the proposed We believe more time should be allocated; the
implementation approach of 10 duration should be appropriate to the final option
business days following an implemented.

Authority decision?

Do you believe that GC0063 better | For reference the applicable Grid Code objectives
facilitates the appropriate Grid are:

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

(i) 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);

(i) 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
fegally binding decisions of the European
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Commission and/or the Agency.

We believe this proposal could better facilitate part
of the applicable Grid Code objectives such that
competition is facilitated, and therefore more
economic dispatch actions, could be taken. This
should in turn drive savings on terms of overall
balancing costs. However, the related BOA
settlement/BSC points (if part of this proposal?)
make it difficult to fully assess the benefits of this
proposal against all the applicable 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)

We agree there are currently deficiencies
concerning the visibility of accurate headroom for
holding reserve and frequency response from
curtailed intermittent generators. However, we note
(for the purposes of calculating headroom and
frequency response, which the MEL is stated to be
used for by the SO) that this could be improved if
all intermittent generators were consistent in the
calculation and provision (including update
frequency/refresh intervals) of this data. The
calculation should be based on a standardised
definition eg, on a profile derived from Power
Available (PA) and not, for example, based on
registered capacity.

On this basis it would appear that the existing
arrangements could work to better enable
intermittent generators to participate in these types
of ancillary services in the BM. We therefore see
that it is a matter of ensuring all parties formulate
and update their MEL submissions, which in turn
can be expected to increase the level of accuracy
required for headroom calculation eftc.

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

Given our comments to the above we would
support a trial period for example for Option 1. The
standardisation approach offered with Option 1
addresses the deficiencies identified. If it is
considered too difficult to mandate (or enforce) in
practice (and improvements eg, data accuracy etc
do not materialise) then Option 3 would appear an
appropriate means.

However, for DONG Energy specifically, Option 3
is an option that we do support; this does address
the deficiencies as noted above and wouldn't

impose additional costs or systems necessarily for

20f3
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Control Centre via SCADA with
the redefinition of MEL used to
indicate electrically connected
capacity.

Do you have a view on this?

us. Therefore, we believe this should be
reasonably straightforward - please also see our
previous comments concerning this aspect under
question 9 (previous consuitation).

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

Do you have a view on this?

Appears reasonable,

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?

The subject of this consultation has developed on
the basis that the PN is not always adequate for
accurate BOA instructions on intermittent
generators and, on the back of that, suggests there
is a case to review the adequacy of the PN for
calculating accurate BOA settlement. We therefore
believe there are separate (although related)
issues here, one being the introduction of new data
(PA) for the purposes of accurate BOA instruction,
headroom etc and the other being the appropriate
use of the PN (given the accuracy issues) for both
BOA settlement purposes and NGET's enduring
requirement (see our comments below). Our
preference is that BOA settlement should be based
on the same data item as that utilised for BOA
instructions (ideally).

It would seem appropriate that this latter point is
given further consideration and reviewed and/or
progressed as appropriate via the BSC
arrangements.

Do you have any additional
comments?

As referenced in our previous response it would be
helpful to understand NGET's current and enduring
requirement for PN data particularly post
implementation of a PA signal.

30f3
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CR-07 EdF

Grid Code Industry 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 7" April 2014 to Grid.Code @nationalarid.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:

Mari Toda
07875 116520
mari.toda@edfenergy.com

Company Name:

EDF Energy

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

If GCO063 only applies to New Generators with a
Completion Date of on or after 1 April 2015, then
the implementation approach of 10 business days
following an Authority decision seems reasonable.

However, the consultation also states in paragraph
1.17 that 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. These Generators may
require more than 10 business days and another
implementation approach may be necessary for
these Generators.

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;

(i) 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

Broadly speaking, yes.

But we suspect that the extent to which GC0063
facilitates the appropriate Grid Code objectives
might not be known until the corresponding
changes to the BSC are examined.

10of3
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supply or generate electricity on
terms which neither prevent nor
restrict competition in the supply or
generation of electricity);

(i) subject to sub-paragraphs (i) and
(i), 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)

We agree with the identified deficiency relating to
the lack of visibility of headroom from curtailed
wind farms for the provision of holding reserve and
frequency response.

We also acknowledge that for certain generators, it
can be difficult to provide PNs that fully correspond
to outturn generation. Whether this is a deficiency
is a moot point but we would agree that GC0063
has the potential to create more accurate
forecasting of operational data such as PNs.

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?

While we believe that any of the three options
considered could address the deficiency
highlighted above, Option 3 appears to be the
simplest in the long term.

20f3
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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?

We support this recommendation.

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?

To address the deficiency (i.e. lack of visibility of
headroom for the purposes of holding reserve and
frequency response), we believe this proposal can
be carried out independently of the BSC.

Given that operational data and settlement data
are inevitably linked it would, however, be useful to
have a cross code workshop to examine any
unintended consequences, if any.

Do you have any additional
comments?

It would be helpful to understand how the PA
signals and operational data such as forecast PNs
would be utilised by the SO in terms of those
decisions and actions taken in respect of the BM.

We also expect the PA data to be transparent and
available to anyone.
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CR-08 EON

Grid Code Industry 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 7" April 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.

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: Guy Phillips (guy.phillips@eon-uk.com)

Company Name: E.ON

Do you support the proposed Yes, although note our later comments with regard
implementation approach of 10 to the cut-off date for New Generators.

business days following an
Authority decision?

Do you believe that GC0063 better | For reference the applicable Grid Code objectives
facilitates the appropriate Grid are:

Code objectives?

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

Yes, as each of the options enable improved
information to be provided to the System Operator
to enable it to have a more confident and accurate
view of available headroom for frequency response
and reserve holding purposes.

(7)) 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);

Under the preferred option 3 we do not believe this
objective is achieved. This is because the power
available information will not be visible to market
participants through the BMRS enabling them to
form their own assessment of market conditions. It
also creates an additional parameter of information
provision on one class of generator that is not
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required for conventional generators, increasing
the costs to Power Park Modules to enter and
participate in the market. If there is a potential risk
of retrospective application this will also increase
the costs to existing Power Park Modules.

(7ii) 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

We have no comments on this objective other than
those already given in sub-paragraphs (i) and (ii).

(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.

We think the proposal is neutral to this objective.

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)

In our view there is scope to improve the
information provision to the system operator to
enable it to better determine the available
headroom for holding reserve and frequency
response from wind farms. We also believe that
there is scope to improve accuracy of PN
submissions from wind farms.

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?

We do not agree that Option 3 is the best option.
Whilst we are in the minority, we believe that other
market participants would be able to integrate their
wind forecast and turbine availability information in
to the MEL submission. This information must be
available to market participants for their own
trading purposes. We would highlight that some
participants already calculate MEL on this basis.

We think that Option 1 continues to be the best
option as it utilises an existing parameter prepared
by the generator and that is made available to all
market participants through the BMRS.

Instead of simply requiring another data item from
wind farms through the SCADA system, in our view
the system operator should be trying to improve the
quality of information provided through existing
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market parameters to derive a common good
industry practice standard from relevant market
participants.

We also think that the risk of refrospective
application with Option 3 is detrimental to existing
wind farms, even though there is no provision in
the proposed legal text to enable retrospective
application. By comparison Option 1 is prospective
and would apply to all relevant generators, both
existing and new, enabling more complete and
accurate total system data to be available to the
system operaftor.

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?

With regard to the cut-off date for new generators;
depending on when an Authority decision is made
this may not give sufficient time for generators to
contract for the provision of the Power Available
signal or result in a more costly variation order to
existing contracts. It may be more appropriate to
push back the cut-off date by one year to April
2016 to give more notice of the change.

We do not think Option 3 can apply retrospectively.
There is no provision to do this in the proposed
legal text and the consultation document gives no
guidance as to what constitutes ‘exceptional
circumstances’ so is a subjective determination by
the system operator. As has already been stated,
retrospective application could be more costly
depending on whether the information is readily
available to the generator, sufficient communication
infrastructure is in place to provide it and what
premium is placed on providing this information to
a generator with an existing contract.

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

In terms of information provision to the system
operator any of the power available options can be
implemented separately to any proposal regarding
PN accuracy and BOA settlement.

At first instance it is not clear how Option 3 may be
used for BOA settlement from wind farms. As the
working group concluded that the accuracy of BOA
settlement from wind farms is outside the scope of
the Grid Code, none of the power available options
address the issue of BOA settlement from wind
farms. As such, with the conclusions that have
emerged from the power available working group
the issue of BOA settlement of wind farms would
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some of the previous
respondents, or should they be
progressed only when any BSC
arrangements are concluded?

have to be progressed separately.

Do you have any additional
comments?

No.
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CR-09 RES Ltd

Grid Code Industry 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 7" April 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.

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: Joe Duddy

Joe.duddy@res-ltd.com

01923 299 213
Company Name: RES Ltd.
Do you support the proposed Yes we agree with the proposals of section 12.9,
implementation approach of 10 provided that the proposals of section 10.12 are
business days following an also adopted i.e. that the new requirements shall
Authority decision? not apply to any User until after 12-24 months after

the Authority decision. This is not explicitly
provided in the proposed legal text which should be
amended accordingly. The legal text presently
refers to 1 April 2015 (which is too soon) with
respect to Option 3 only.

Do you believe that GC0063 better | Yes, the proposals better facilitate objectives i, ii
facilitates the appropriate Grid and iii below.

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

(i) 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);

(7ii) 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
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(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)

Yes. However the costs of these deficiencies (or
the benefits of their rectification) are not quantified.
Therefore it is difficult to assign any significance to
these deficiencies.

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 Consultation responses were not
considered by the Workgroup before National Grid
issued this Industry Consultation, despite the
Workgroup Consultation document 20/12/13 which
says
o “The content and views provided by parties
in response to this Workgroup Consultation
will be captured in a revised Workgroup
Report which will then be progressed to
Industry Consultation and, following any
further amendments, will then be submitted
to the Grid Code Review Panel (GCRP).”
And
o “Responses to this will be reviewed by the
Workgroup before a formal Industry
Consultation is initiated...”
The Workgroup has not met since 29/10/13 and
therefore it has not reviewed the Workgroup
Consultation responses nor patrticipated in the
subsequent preparation of this Industry
Consultation. All comments and conclusions on the
outcome of the Workgroup Consultation described
in this Industry Consultation are therefore those of
National Grid and not of the Workgroup.

RES does not believe that option 1 provides
sufficient standardisation (no resubmission rate
specification) to meet the needs of the System
Operator for a value which more accurately reflects
Power Park Module headroom than the present PN
submissions.

Options 2 and 3 could both address the operational
data deficiencies described in sections 6.2-6.4 and
provide the System Operator with a better
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indication of Power Park Module headroom than
present PN submissions.RES has no view on
which option better addresses the BOA volume
accuracy deficiencies described in sections 6.5-
6.11 and believes that these should be considered
by BSC governance.

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?

None of the options should be introduced until a
period of 12-24 months after the Authority decision
as proposed in section 10.12. This period of delay
is necessary to enable Users to adapt their
systems accordingly.

1 April 2015 has been introduced into the Option 3
draft legal text unilaterally by National Grid and
would be significantly sooner than the introductory
delay proposed by the Workgroup in section 10.12.
The date used in the legal text should be amended
to a date in accordance with section 10.12

A similar date should be introduced into the legal
text for options 1 and 2 if they are proposed for an
Authority decision.

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?

The proposals of this Consultation to improve
operational Data from Intermittent Generation could
be carried out separately from consideration of
accurate BOA settlement issues. However RES
believes that this would be unwise and that BSC
governance should consider these options (and
any alternatives they may devise) before
coordinated proposals are presented for approval
by the relevant authorities. It is not the place of the
Grid Code Review Panel to pre-empt solutions to
BSC issues.

Do you have any additional
comments?

This proforma concentrates on issues surrounding
Option 3 which is clearly favoured by National Grid
who is the sole author of the Industry Consultation
document, especially its comments and
conclusions on the Workgroup Consultation.

Option 3 introduces a new Operational Metering
signal without corresponding recommendations for
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compliance acceptance criteria. This has the
potential to cause disagreement between Users
and National Grid. Similarly, a lack of clarity about
what constitutes “good industry practice” has the
potential to cause disagreement between Users
and National Grid with respect to all options. These
matters should be clarified with respect to the
approved option before the new requirements
come into effect.

It is surprising that this proforma does not
encourage respondents to provide information on
cost of implementation as suggested by sections
9.11 and 9.22. RES has no experience of
submitting MEL and so cannot comment on the
costs of options 1 and 2. RES believes that the
cost of providing a Power Available signal in
accordance with option 3 is so low that it can be
neglected for a new wind farm where the turbine
supplier's SCADA system is designed to carry out
this calculation.
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CR-10 RWE

Grid Code Industry 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 7" April 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.

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:

John Norbury

Network Connections Manager
RWE Supply & Trading GmbH
Windmill Hill Business Park
Whitehill Way

Swindon SN5 6PB

T +44 (0)1793 89 2667

M +44 (0)7795 354 382
john.norbury@rwe.com

Company Name:

RWE Group of GB companies, including RWE
Npower plc, RWE Innogy UK Limited and RWE
Supply & Trading GmbH.

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

We agree with the recommendation given in
Paragraph 12.9 that the text of the Grid Code
changes be implemented within 10 business days
following an Authority decision. However our support
for this is subject to the recommendation given in
Paragraph 10.12 that the date of applicability would
depend on the adopted solution and that the likely
time frame would be 12 to 24 months

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);
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(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.

In the absence of an associated change to the BSC
arrangements we are not satisfied that the proposed
change GC0063 better facilitates the Grid Code
objectives. Furthermore, the proposed change does
not consider the relaxation of other data obligations
placed on intermittent generators that might increase
the efficiency of the data capture and submissions
required under the balancing codes. For example,
we remain unclear what operational purpose the
submission of PN data by intermittent generators
would serve under the proposed change.

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)

We agree with the deficiencies identified in Paragraph
6. We also consider that the inherent difficulty in
achieving correlation between PN data and outturn
generation (referred to as “accuracy” in the
consultation) for intermittent generation results in PN
data, as treated under the Grid Code, that is not
always likely to be fit for purpose, i.e. data submission
by which the User informs National Grid of predicted
output and which also provides a basis for BOA
settlement.

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 consultation proposes three options, all of which
would help address the deficiencies identified in the

report. We would prefer Option 3 — Power Available
via SCADA.

Compared to Options 1 and 2, User systems are
already largely in place to provide the necessary data
and therefore Option 3 would provide the lowest cost
option and least disruption to the User. In addition,
we welcome the clarification that the MEL submission
would represent the available capacity only and
would not be weather corrected.

However, we recognise that this solution (Option 3)
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the redefinition of MEL used to
indicate electrically connected
capacity.

Do you have a view on this?

would then be inconsistent with the balancing code
processes applied to other generation technologies.

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?

No. Given the passage of time since this issue was
discussed by the Workgroup, we would suggest a
Completion Date on or after 1° April 2016 would now
be more appropriate. An applicable date of 1 April
2015 would now be less than 12 months from any
approval date and less than the minimum 12 month
time frame envisaged by Paragraph 10.12.

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?

We consider it essential that the same data is used
for both operational and settlement purposes. Whilst
we are unclear of the extent to which National Grid
currently uses PN data for intermittent generation, it is
difficult to understand how the preparation of PN data
and efficiency of BOA payments under the BSC
would improve should the use of PN data be further
marginalised by National Grid in its operational
activities.

We are therefore of the view that the Power Available
proposals within the Grid code should be
implemented out only when corresponding BSC
arrangements are concluded.

Do you have any additional
comments?

We are unclear of what changes, if any, have been
made to this consultation since the last public
consultation issued 20" December 2013 and if any
new information is being requested in this latest
consultation.

As noted in our previous response, it would be helpful
to understand the current / potential usefulness within
the balancing mechanism of PN and MEL data
submitted for intermittent generation and whether the
use of this data category is likely to remain fit for
purpose with an increasing volume of intermittent
generation. It would also be helpful to better
understand National Grid’s role in forecasting
intermittent generation and whether a more formal
role of central forecasting would provide a more
efficient solution for the industry.
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CR-11 Scottish Power

Grid Code Industry 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 7™ April 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.

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: Simon Reid
simonpeter.reid@scottishpower.com

Company Name: Scottish Power Generation Limited
South Coast Power Limited
Damhead Creek Limited

Do you support the proposed Yes

implementation approach of 10
business days following an
Authority decision?

Do you believe that GC0063 better | Yes, it supports Objective (i) to permit the
facilitates the appropriate Grid development, maintenance and operation of an
Code objectives? efficient, coordinated and economical system for
the transmission of electricity;

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;

(i) 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);

(iiij) subject to sub-paragraphs (i) and (ij), 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
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(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)

Yes

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?

Agree. Option 3 appears to be capable of
delivering the benefits that National Grid is seeking
and addressing 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.

Do you have a view on this?

We would agree that this should apply to new
Generator, but believe that 1 September 2015 or
later date would be more achievable. There are at
least three areas that need addressing (i) the
SCADA Power Available Signal (ii) Wind Direction
and (i) the more specific MEL definition for Power
Park Modules.

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.

The Power Available proposal, as set out, could be
implemented in isolation to meet National Grid’s
requirements and are not dependent on changes to
the BSC.

We believe that there are substantial opportunities
to explore for the use of the Power Available Signal
to clear up many conflicts between intermittent
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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?

generation and the current Balancing & Settlement
Code both operationally and in Seftlement by
relatively small yet fundamental changes that
would be best addressed separately at this stage.

It would seem to be inappropriate to suspend the
introduction of this operational tool whilst change to
the Balancing & Settlement Code was duly
proposed, considered and agreed.

Do you have any additional
comments?
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CR-12 SSE

Grid Code Industry 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 7™ April 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.

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:

Campbell McDonald, 01738 453424, 07767
852614, campbell.mcdonald@sse.com

Company Name:

SSE Generation Ltd, Keadby Generation Ltd,
Medway Power Ltd, Uskmouth Power Company
Ltd and SSE Renewable Holdings Ltd

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

No. Implementation should be at a specified future
date to allow time for new projects to include the
Power Available signal requirement in the tender
process for Turbine supply.

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

We believe the proposal in GC0063 will better
facilitate GC objectives if it is embraced by the
System Operator and overcomes the current
barriers stopping the utilisation of Wind Farms to
provide reserve and frequency response Balancing
Services. The introduction of Wind Farms to the
Balancing Services market will faciliate competition
and

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)

We agree with the identified deficiency relating to
the lack of confidence of the headroom available
from curtailed wind farms for the provision of
holding reserve and frequency response. This
deficiency or confidence level impacts on the ability
of wind farms BMUs to participant in Balancing
Service markets. We disagree with the identified
deficiently relating to the accuracy of PNs for the
purpose of calculating BOA volumes. The
settlement process for all BMUs is based on the
submitted PN. We do not agree that wind farm
BMUs should be singled out when the accuracy of
other BMUs such as Demand BMUs have similar
challenges. The accuracy of the PN from wind
farms due to the length of the gate closure period

imposed contributes significantly to any inaccuracy.
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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?

Yes we agree Option 3 best addresses the lack of
confidence in the available headroom at the
National Grid Control Centre.

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?

Yes agree however this should preclude existing
wind farms form the Reserve and Frequency
response markets. Existing generators should be
allowed to voluntarily provide a Power Available
signal if they wished to do so.

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?

The proposed power available modification to the
Grid Code could be carried out separately for
operational data. The application of Power
Available for BOA settlement for wind farms to
anything other than PN could be viewed as
discriminatory.  Especially as we believe the
current BSC rules permit BOAs on our
technologies to have BOAs settled to their PN even
when their MEL was lower than PN.

Any change to the BSC should only be after an
appropriate industry consultation.

Do you have any additional
comments?
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Annex 5 — Grid Code Review Panel meeting notes, 215 May 2014

Extract from GCRP minute numbers:

3717.

3718.

3719.

3720.

Rob Wilson (National Grid) presented pp14/31, the draft Report to the Authority. Mike
Edgar (National Grid) was also in attendance in his role as Workgroup Chair to
respond to any questions. RW summarised the background; the issue was raised at
the July 2012 GCRP meeting and a Workgroup subsequently set up. Two
consultations have been held: one as part of the Workgroup process in which the
various options were presented, and an industry consultation in which the
recommended way forward was set out. The Workgroup reported back to the GCRP
in November 2013. A draft Report to the Authority is due to be finalised and submitted
to the Authority within the next few weeks.

The issues being addressed by the Workgroup were how accuracy of possible
generator headroom could be improved by a Power Available signal. Three
implementation options were identified: Standardisation of Maximum Export Limit
(MEL); Dynamic MEL or Power Available Data Feed to the National Grid Control
Centre. The benefits are that a better view of headroom would enhance security of
supply but would also allow more efficient dispatch and would allow wind farms to be
selected for frequency response or reserve actions.

The draft Report, based on Workgroup discussions and consultation responses, does
not document that a consensus was reached, but a majority recommendation was to
progress Option 3, provision of an additional Power Available signal. This would only
cover new generators from April 2016 and would not be envisaged to apply to any
existing stations unless by specific agreement. The implementation date was originally
April 2015 but was changed in response to feedback beginning. There may be a
requirement for a future BSC Modification to settle BOAs against Power Available
rather than Final Physical Notifications. Some respondents to the consultation felt that
the Power Available Grid Code modification was contingent upon and should follow
any BSC Modification Proposal. Guy Nicholson (Element Power) asked what a
"majority" view means. ME responded that this refers to Workgroup members as well
as consultation respondents. Guy Phillips (E.ON) asked for clarification that there is
no retrospective application to Option 3, as this was still a possibility at the point of
consultation. ME responded that Option 3 does not include retrospectivity, but there is
still a question over at what point in the future it would apply. GP asked whether the
retrospection is a change between the December 2013 and March 2014 versions of
the Report as his recollection was that Option 3 was retrospective. lan Pashley
(National Grid) noted that the Report includes a caveat to say that National Grid may
seek retrospective application in exceptional circumstances. ME noted that in a
commercial sense there is nothing to stop National Grid approaching a Power Park
Module to negotiate provision of a signal. GP referenced the legal text in page 68,
CC.6.5.6 d) which includes a caveat to allow NGET to apply the requirements
retrospectively. It should be noted that Option 1 and Option 2 would result in
retrospective application (reference to para 10.3 of draft report). RW agreed to clarify
the text before submission to the Authority.

Sigrid Bolik (Senvion) asked what the discussion was around the 10 and 15 minute
frequency of signal and expressed surprise that there still appears to be a lot of choice
left in the report at this stage. ME explained that [for option 1] the obligation was
designed around PN obligations for accuracy and good industry practice and therefore
it would be incumbent on providers to decide the frequency rate.

[added post-meeting]
For completeness, the refresh rates for each of the options are:
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Option 1: refresh rate determined by generator.
Option 2: defines the refresh rate to 10 minutes (This was based on analysis set out in para

8.14 to 8.16 of the report; it is acknowledged that the cost differences between a 10 or
15 minute refresh rate would be negligible and therefore the short duration of 10
minutes was proposed).

Option 3 recognises that 5 seconds in the current SCADA refresh rate norm and, as set out in

3721.

3722.

3723.

3724.

paragraph 7.19 of the report, would be lower cost implementation at 5 second
frequency rate that an aggregated 10 minute refresh frequency).

GP considered that the majority recommendation of Option 3 was based on it being
the lowest cost option. GP's view is that Option 1 would bring a benefit of making it
more explicit as to windfarms' obligations. John Norbury (RWE) supported this view
and felt it was disappointing that after a couple of years, Generators are expected to
continue providing PNs to ELEXON for settlement purposes, PNs to NGET for
operational purposes and would now have additional obligations for extra data. JN
considered this to feel a bit disjointed. ME noted that the conclusions make
assumptions around how the market is working and are based on the current market
working. Jim Barrett (Centrica) asked whether this is moving away from the original
intent of GCO063; the original issue was the inaccuracy of PNs, with the natural
consequence of this being cashout. JB noted that this issue has naturally been
resolved as companies have expended considerable effort to provide accurate PNs to
minimise cashout exposure where bid-offer acceptances are issued. ME
acknowledged this, but noted that this was not the case for all parties, particularly for
windfarms. JB considered that the proposed changes potentially favour windfarms
over thermal plant. JB commented that he does not see the benefits to settlement and
believes that commentary on this issue confuses the report. Robyn Jenkins (National
Grid) referred to specific comments in the consultation responses which had to be
reflected in the Report. ME noted that views differed on whether settlement issues
had to be considered. With regard to due or undue discrimination, ME felt that this
was an issue for DECC and Ofgem to consider. If parties want to submit a BSC
Modification to change the way BOAs are settled, they can do so.

ME clarified that he does not consider this proposal would negate the need to
forecast. JB referenced the Ofgem decision on the Electricity Balancing Significant
Code Review, which talks about creating sharper incentives on forecasting. GP raised
the issue of visibility of information to the whole market, noting that there is currently
no intention to include it within BMRS, so the SO could be making decisions on a set
of data that is not visible to all market participants. GP also considered that the cost of
implementation should not necessarily be the sole determinant as to the correct
solution. Campbell McDonald (ScottishPower) agreed with GP on the cost of
implementation issue, but noted that the cost could be disproportionate as the signal
may be very seldom used by the SO. CMD noted he would like to see more
participation but without a huge cost. ME commented that the CUSC work looks at
how to make Response Energy Payments work for windfarms as they do not currently.
This looks at appropriate remuneration and compensation proposals.

Neil Sandison (SSE) asked whether the Power Available signal would be used for
settlement. NS noted that SCADA data was not always accurate. ME noted that
there is nothing to say that BOA volumes will be settled on this signal. ME also
responded that SCADA data, if timely, would be more accurate.

JN noted a big difference between demand forecasting for PNs and to balance at
account level. JN also felt this marginalises the usefulness of PNs, as the Control
Centre does not pay any regard to PNs produced by windfarms. ME accepted that for
BOAs, the Control Centre does use this data, but for forecasting, it is not accurate
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3725.

3726.

3727.

3728.

3729.

enough. GN noted that if you have to forecast one turbine, it will be wrong, but if you
aggregate it up, it will become more accurate. ME noted that the SO does energy
balancing as well as constraint management and that this becomes critical during
times of minimum demand (18.5GW). GN felt that the SO should be able to create a
better forecast than anyone else as it has all the information available to it. GN asked
whether parties had been prevented from providing services due to the accuracy of
the data and that if there was not consensus, it was a concern. ME responded that he
felt there is sufficient consensus and that the lack of consensus was really around
uncertainty over the bigger picture. IP asked whether GN's idea of a pilot had been
investigated by the Workgroup. ME confirmed that it had not.

IP considered that the Report demonstrates clear benefits to the SO of the proposals
and an expectation of low implementation costs, but the main challenge is that the
recommendation is not unanimous. IP summarised the recommendations in the report
and potential next steps. IP asked for a show of hands as to who would not want the
Report to go to the Authority; two GCRP members raised their hand. GN suggested a
show of hands for who would want the Report to go to the Authority; other than the
NGET representatives, one GCRP member raised his hand. IP asked SB whether the
Authority would accept a report on this basis. SB responded that the GCRP's role is
to provide an opinion to the Authority and the Authority should not be used as a
sounding board with a view to whether the Report would be sent back.

SBo asked whether the BSC Panel had considered the issues. John Lucas (Elexon)
responded that it is not in a state yet to be brought to the BSC Panel.

CMD considered that there is not a clear defect to be addressed and therefore it
should not be progressed to the BSC Panel. GN and SBo supported this view. GN
felt that the Report is interesting, but does not clearly identify the defects and clearly
assess if the solutions address the defects. IP disagreed, describing the defect. GN
referred to a lack of quantitative data in the Report. ME asked whether things have to
be a concrete problem now in order to be addressed and instead whether we should
be considering future problems.

Mike Kay (Electricity NW) noted that in the absence of a clear Panel recommendation,
it falls to the Licensee to decide how to progress. IP asked for views from the two
GCRP members as to why they do not support progressing the Report. GP stated
that it is not the right solution for integrating wind into the market; preferring option 1
as it is utilising existing market arrangements. Option 3 represents piecemeal data
creep, when accuracy of PNs is the defect, not an additional data item through the
SCADA system. GP also has concerns over the drafting which leaves the door open
for retrospective application. GN felt that the GCRP would be passing a problem to
the Authority and could expect the report to be Sent Back. IP asked whether this was
because GN felt the defect was not sufficiently clear and GN agreed that this was the
case. GN noted that given the proposals were not retrospective, there would still be a
significant section of wind generation that would not be covered by the obligations.
GP referenced the Electricity Balancing SCR conclusions which require parties to
improve their forecasting and that Option 1, which GP advocates, would provide a
vehicle for parties to do this. CMD noted that Options 1 and 2 are about MEL, not
PNs, and the cost of implementing these is significant.

JN suggested including more narrative in the report regarding the industry consultation
responses and NGET's view on those responses. Alistair Frew (ScottishPower
Generation) asked whether there is a temporary solution currently in place. ME noted
that the C/11 conclusions allowed wind farms to deviate from their submitted PNs in
real time, but that the wording of the Grid Code does not allow for "temporary"
solutions. GS suggested that it is time for NGET, as Licensee, to reflect on the
responses, GCRP's discussions and additional points raised. IP agreed that further
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detail should be added to the report and that NGET should reflect further on issues
raised, how to take this forward.
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Annex 6 — Opportunities for Stakeholder Engagement

The material that was circulated to the workgroup and the opportunities for engagement
between the pre-consultation workgroup meeting of 29 Oct 2013 and the final workgroup
meeting on 8 October 2014 were as follows:

Description Dates(s)
Draft legal text circulated to workgroup for comment 18/10/13
Draft agenda for meeting 10 circulated 23/10/13
Workgroup meeting 10 29/10/13
Draft report circulated to workgroup 5/11/13
Draft report circulated to GCRP 6/11/13
Presentation of draft report to GCRP 20/11/13
Draft Workgroup Consultation sent to workgroup for comment 9/12/13
Workgroup Consultation published on website 20/12/13
Workgroup Consultation open 20/12/13 - 27/1/14
Draft Industry Consultation circulated to workgroup for
comment 3/3/14
(includes responses to Workgroup Consultation)
Revised and recirculated 4/3/14
Industry Consultation published on website 7/3/14
Industry Consultation open 7/3/14 — 7/4/14
Draft Report to Authority published on GCRP website and
circulated to panel members 715114
(includes Workgroup and Industry Consultation responses)
Presentation of draft report to GCRP 21/5/14
Draft minutes of GCRP circulated to panel capturing Power 3/6/14
Available discussion
Notice given to workgroup members of ‘final’ workgroup 12/8/14
meeting no 11 on 8/10/14
Notice given to workgroup of special session of Generator
13/8/14

Services Group on Power Available 16/9/14

Agenda and slides for Generator Services Group special
session on Power Available circulated to GSG and to 10/9/14
workgroup members

Generator Services Group special session on Power

Available 16/9/14

GSG meeting notes circulated 18/9/14

Agenda and slides for workgroup meeting circulated 3/10/14
Workgroup meeting 11 8/10/14
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Annex 7 — Power Available Workgroup Membership

The membership of the Power Available workgroup was as follows. The presence of
names on this list does not necessarily equate to attendance at any given meeting.
Representation was correct by Company at the time that the individual joined the

workgroup.

Name

Company

Meeting 11 attendees:

Mike Edgar National Grid (Chair)
Rob Wilson National Grid (Technical Secretary)
Antony Johnson National Grid
Jeremy Caplin National Grid
Leonardo Costa Ofgem

David Beaumont Ofgem

John Norbury RWE

Mick Chowns RWE

Guy Phillips E.ON

Isaac Gutierrez ScottishPower
Campbell Mcdonald SSE

Joe Duddy RES

Konstantinos Pierros Enercon

Hannah McKinney DONG

Guy Nicholson

Element Power

Zoltan.Zavody

RenewableUK

Frankin Rodrick National Grid
Yanik Luenen Vattenfall
Peter Waghorn Transpower
Niall Duncan Senvion
Other workgroup members:

Alan Mason REPower
Mari Toda EDF Energy
Dave Wilkerson Centrica
Michael Preston Nordex
James Davis DECC

Paul Mewse GDF Suez
Guy Phillips Eon

Conor O'Doherty SONI

Chris McCorry SONI

Michael Stoettrup

Siemens Wind Power

Craig Howarth

Scottish Power Renewables

Gavin Greene

Scottish Power Renewables

Damien McCool

EDPR

Jane McArdle SSE
Adelina Corre Vattenfall
Mads Rajczyk Skjelmose Vattenfall
Dominik Schneider

John Lucas Elexon
Shijun Yi Centrica
Julian Wayne Ofgem
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Elin Williams DECC

Graham Stein National Grid
Steve Lam National Grid
Andrew Kensley National Grid
David Lenaghan National Grid

Robyn Jenkins

National Grid (Technical Secretary)

Jarnail Bansal

National Grid

Sundeep Klair

National Grid
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