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WELCOME
As we continue to operate in these uncertain times and 
following best practice from other businesses, we want to 
adapt to be able to facilitate the governance process in the 
best possible way. Since moving to virtual Panel meetings, 
we have found it harder to accurately capture minutes and 
attribute comments correctly to attendees. We are also 
conscious of the impact of short periods of poor sound 
quality. With your consent, we wish to use WebEx to record 
all Panel meetings to help us accurately document minutes. 
We want to assure you that the recordings will be explicitly 
used to document minutes only and the same protocol for 
Panel meetings still applies in terms of strict confidentiality. 
As has always been the case, the draft minutes will be sent 
to Panel and the Chair for approval each month. Once the 
minutes are approved, the recording will be deleted. A 
reminder of this and consent will be sought at the beginning 
of each meeting, to be noted in the minutes. 

As the independent Panel Chair, we have tested the 
appropriateness of recording Panel meetings with Trisha 
McAuley who is supportive of the approach. We welcome 
any comments or feedback on this.



Introductions & Apologies for absence 

• Apologies
Ross McGhin – Onshore Transmission Operator Representative 

Steve Cox - Panel Member, Network Operator Representative

• Alternates
Richard Woodward – Onshore Transmission Operator Alternate 

• Presenters
Louise Trodden, NGESO – GC0142

Phil Smith, NGESO – GC0105 – Standing Item - System Reporting

• Observers

Bryan Rhodes - Alternate,  Offshore Transmission Operator Representative



Approval of Panel Minutes 

Approval of Panel Minutes from the 

Meeting held 28 May 2020

Approval of Special Panel Minutes from 

the meetings held on 01 May 2020 and 

06 May 2020



Actions Log 

Review of the actions log



The voice of the energy industry

Preliminary lessons learnt for 
generators

Matthew Deitz

9 August 2019 Power 
Disruption



Background

1

https://www.nationalgrideso.com/document/152346/download

https://www.nationalgrideso.com/document/152346/download


Response

1

▪ Ofgem launches an investigation into the events.

▪ National Grid ESO is instructed by Ofgem to present a technical report to 
Ofgem.

▪ Energy Emergencies Executive Committee (E3C) is instructed by the 
Secretary of State to compile a report.



Energy UK’s role

1

▪ Generation representative on 
▪ The Energy Emergencies Executive Committee (E3C);

▪ The E3C’s 9 August 2019 report drafting party; and

▪ Power Disruption Implementation Group.

▪ Charged with the action of disseminating lessons learnt for generators.



Lessons Learnt – Hornsea-1

1

▪ It is advised that individual owners/operators of relevant generators are to 
review control systems and the performance of reactive power oscillation 
damping to ensure compliance with all relevant industry codes and 
licenses.



Lessons Learnt – Little Barford CCGT

1

▪ It is advised that all owners/operators of relevant generators should verify 
turbine speed monitoring logic to establish its suitability and associated 
parameters settings. This may be a common issue among CCGT’s.

▪ It is advised that all owners/operators of relevant generators should review 
the pressure limits of the systems and the tolerances of their steam bypass 
protections, to ensure continued generation, whilst maintaining safety.

▪ It is advised that all owners/operators of relevant generators should review 
its UPS systems on site to ensure correct and expected functioning, as this 
cannot be discounted as contributing to the disconnections at Little Barford 
at this time.



Lessons Learnt – Embedded Generation

1

▪ It is advised that individual owners/operators of embedded generation 
review protection settings in line with all relevant code and license 
obligations updates and modifications. It is the responsibility of all 
generators to ensure their compliance with the relevant industry codes and 
regulations. Including, but not limited to:
▪ Under Frequency protection settings;

▪ RoCoF relays;

▪ Vector Shift Protection;

▪ Removing or deactivating unnecessary Loss of Mains protection.



Lessons Learnt – Embedded Generation 2

1

▪ It is advised that individual owners/operators of embedded generation 
review their suitability and consider suitability for the Accelerated Loss of 
Mains Protection Settings support scheme. Further information can be 
sought through the Energy Networks Association or your relevant DNO.

▪ It is advised that individual owners/operators of embedded generation 
discuss with their relevant DNO its arrangements for LFDD to review the 
suitability of generation disconnection through this process.



Sources for review

1

▪ Energy Emergencies Executive Committee (E3C): Final report

▪ 9 August 2019: preliminary lessons learnt for generators

▪ National Grid ESO Technical Report on the events of 9 August 2019

▪ Ofgem Investigation into 9 August 2019 power outage

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/855767/e3c-gb-power-disruption-9-august-2019-final-report.pdf
https://www.energy-uk.org.uk/publication.html?task=file.download&id=7403
https://www.nationalgrideso.com/document/152346/download
https://www.ofgem.gov.uk/publications-and-updates/investigation-9-august-2019-power-outage


Matthew Deitz

Policy Manager, Power

Energy UK

matthew.deitz@energy-uk.org.uk

www.energy-uk.org.uk

@EnergyUKComms

1

mailto:matthew.deitz@energy-uk.org.uk
http://www.energy-uk.org.uk/


Chair’s Update 

An update from the Chair about 

ongoing relevant work, 
discussions etc.



Authority Decisions 

❑ GC0132 - Updating the Grid Code governance process to ensure we capture 
EBGL change process for Article 18 Terms and Conditions (T&Cs)

[Decision received, 23 June 2020]

❑ GC0133 – Timely informing of the GB NETS System State condition
[Pending]



New modifications 
submitted

• GC0142: Adding Non-Standard 
Voltages to the Grid Code
Louise Trodden, NGESO

This modification was presented at the April 2020 Panel 
Meeting. Actions were taken away by the Proposer to 
look at various aspects queried by Panel Members and 
re-present this modification so that the governance route 
can be determined by Panel.



Louise Trodden

National Grid ESO

GC0142-

Adding Non- Standard 

Voltages to the Grid 

Code 
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Introduction

History

GSR0021 was raised in 2015 to look at reviewing 

incorporating 220kV transmission assets into the 

SQSS. 

This was subsequently rejected by Ofgem as it did 

not offer a solution to further nominal voltages 

potentially requiring review and addition to both the 

SQSS and the network. 

Future proof- additional equip

Not urgent no customers- limited potential 

Decision Letter from Ofgem

GSR0021 Industry Consultation Paper

Proposal

Raise a new modification in response to Ofgem’s 

decision letter dated July 2016.   

The objective of this modification will be to 

capture any future equipment with varying 

nominal voltages – therefore avoiding frequent 

amendments to the SQSS and also the Grid Code. 

The aim will be to do this using defined terms 

where possible and creating a table of voltages 

similar to that in the EU codes in both the SQSS and 

the Grid Code.

https://www.nationalgrideso.com/document/15301/download
https://www.nationalgrideso.com/document/15316/download
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Where are these cables?

Current Locations

The Kintyre-Hunterston subsea AC link has two 

subsea cables between Crossaig on the Kintyre 

peninsula and Hunterston. 

These are connected to the Onshore Transmission 

System via two 400/220kV supergrid transformers 

at Hunterston and via two 220/132 kV 

transformers at Crossaig. 

Future

220kV is common EU transmission voltage. It is 

possible that further equipment of other common 

voltages (Eg: 380kV, 110kV) could be connected 

to the GB system in the future. 
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• Unclear what specification or performance is required from 
equipment at voltages not currently specified within the codes. 

Clarity of Requirements

• SQSS and Grid Code need to be aligned. 

Consistency

• In including specifications for equipment at voltage not currently 
covered by the codes. 

Specification

Why should we review?
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What Areas of Code are to be Reviewed?

Section of the Grid Code Grid Code Reference Points

Single Point of Connection PC.A.8.1 and PC.A.8.3

Grid Voltage Variations ECC.6.1.4.1

Fault Clearance ECC.6.2.2.2.2

Grid Voltage Fluctuations Table ECC.6.7.1 (b)

Protection Arrangement ECC.6.2.3.1.1
Version : Issue 5. Revision 40

Papers and Legal Text Review
Legal texts have been reviewed and distributed to panel following the last meeting for feedback or comments.  

There was some concern with how P24 and rail voltages fit into the code, and this will be taken to the P24 
workgroup as this is out of scope for the defect of this modification. 

There was also some discussion in relation to amending the CC and ECC sections of the code- we will review only 
the ECC for clarity of those already connected. Legal text has been updated to reflect this and circulated with 
panel papers.
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Summary

This modification uses the same principles and technical detail from the previously rejected SQSS 
modification from Ofgem. 

The changes are purely presentational. Meaning that the technical specifications and standards are 
not being changed. 

Its also worth noting that in the initial papers submitted to the authority -the preferred approach was 
to have a range of voltages specified in the codes.

Having said this, it has been reworked to create flexibility of further nominal voltages being 
introduced in GB. This then reduces the need to update the codes with further nominal voltages to 
support alignment for both the Grid Code and SQSS with EU code requirements.
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Authority’s Assessment of the Proposed Modification How the Proposed Modification Responds.  

We agree with the workgroup’s change to the definition of the term “supergrid” in 

Chapter 11. We also agree that the voltage levels proposed by this modification 

proposal are aligned with IEC 60038. However, we are not convinced of the 

workgroup’s proposed approach to including these in the SQSS. 

There is no dispute to the term ‘’supergrid’’ being updated. To 

keep this in the proposal.

Another review of the IEC shows no conflict.

First, the workgroup have not provided sufficient justification for their proposal to 

adopt approach 1 (as described in section 3 above) for Chapter 6 while approach 

2 is already used in Chapter 10 of the SQSS. We further note that the voltage limits as 

set out in paragraph 27, part VII “Supplies to Installations and to other Networks” of 

the Electricity Safety, Quality and Continuity Regulations (ESQCR) 2002 are based on 

approach 2. We think that the modification as proposed will produce unjustified and 

potentially confusing inconsistency between Chapters 6 and 10 of the SQSS and 

between the SQSS and ESQCR.

There is a range of voltages already used in Chapter 10 of the 

SQSS. This proposal aims to provide consistency in the code by 

also including a range of voltages and seeks to be aligned in 
its approach with EU codes.

We are also concerned that in the near future more changes to the SQSS may be 

required to reflect equipment being installed on the network at voltages different to 

the discrete voltages identified in the SQSS. 

By removing specific nominal voltages and creating a table 

with a range, allows for other voltages to be used in the codes.  

In terms of the timing of making the proposed changes to the SQSS, we note that 

the current installation of 220 kV transmission assets does not include any customer 

interfaces and therefore the proposed voltage limits do not apply to this installation. 

We do note though the possibility of 220 kV transmission network assets (as indeed 

those at other voltage levels) containing customer interfaces being installed in the 

future. 

This change allows flexibility for any future assets to be clear on 

the requirements and specifications for each nominal voltages. 

Given the above concerns, we believe that the workgroup and the SQSS Panel 

should consider the consistency between Chapters 6 and 10 voltage limits and 

review the options available to them to find an enduring solution that withstands the 

current technological limitations, whilst avoiding frequent and unnecessary changes 

to the SQSS. 

This proposal seeks to create tables with voltage ranges so that 

there are consistencies in voltage limits and allows for further 

nominal voltages to be introduced without the need to 
frequently update the codes.
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Proposed Next Steps 

Send to 
Ofgem for 

Review upon 
completion 

of both CAC

SQSS Panel 
Approve To 

CAC

Confirm that 
SQSS Panel 
are happy 

with the 
legal text

Grid Code 
Panel 

Approve To 
CAC

Confirm that 
Grid Code 
Panel are 

happy with 
the legal text



Review of all Grid Code modifications 
with current status, next steps and any 
Panel recommendations

In Flight Modification 
Updates 



Dashboard – Grid Code (as at 17 June 2020)

Category Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun

New Modifications 0 2 2 1 3 0

In-flight Modifications 20 20 21 22 25 25

Modifications issued for workgroup consultation 0 0 0 1
GC0131

1
GC0134

1

Modifications issued for Code Administrator 

Consultation

0 1
GC0107/ 

113

1
GC0133

2
GC0130

GC0136

1

GC0143

1
GC0143

Workgroups held 4 2 1 1 4 1

Authority Decisions 0 0 0 0 1
GC0143, 

GC0096

GC0105

1

Implementations 0 3
GC0125/ 

127/128

1
GC0135

0 1
GC0143

1
GC0096

GC0105

Modifications on Hold 1 1 1 1 1 1

Workgroups postponed due to quoracy issues 0 0 0 0 0 0



Enduring Solution for GC0143 - Last resort disconnection 
of Embedded Generation

Rob Wilson is currently working on completing the Proposal form for the enduring 
solution to GC0143 having presented it at the June 2020 GCDF.

This will be circulated to Panel ahead of being presented at the July 2020 Panel so 
that sufficient time is provided to Panel Members to understand the details of the 
proposal.



Discussions on 
Prioritisation  



Prioritisation Principles

Complexity

The defect addressed by the proposed modification has implications for 
many different areas of the energy system which need to be taken into 
consideration throughout the process. The technical complexity and 
cross code impact of the modification will most likely require significant 
use of industry time and a higher than average number of workgroups to 
conclude the process.  

Importance

The perceived value and risk associated with the proposed modification. 
The value / risk could be considered from a number of different 
perspectives i.e. financial / regulatory / licence obligations both directly 
for customer and end consumers more generally.

Urgency

A proposed modification which requires speedy consideration within the 
code governance process, as well as the timescales for implementation 
within the respective code. 



Split Data into Tranches

Panel Discussion following suggestion made by Richard Woodward

Tranche 1 - High priority [should be worked on immediately]
- Ofgem-instructed mods (e.g. SCR); Urgent modifications; Modifications addressing GB or EU regulatory 
compliance (including gaps in Grid Code compliance).

Tranche 2 – Moderate priority [being worked on if there is capacity after Tranche 1] [Sorted in order of 
impact/Panel views]
- Proposals with a high materiality impact (financial, system security, risk mitigation etc.) in the view of GCRP 
and the proposer.

Tranche 3 - Low priority [i.e. not being worked on until reprioritised, or there is capacity from Tranches 1 & 
2] [Sorted in order of when they were raised]
- Proposals with lower materiality in comparison to above, in the view of GCRP and the proposer.



BREAK



GC0131 - ‘Quick Win’ Improvements to Grid Code Open 
Governance Arrangements

Nisar Ahmed, Code Administrator Representative

Workgroup Reports



GC0131 Background

GC0131 was proposed by National Grid ESO (Rob Wilson) on 11 September 2019.

Since the implementation of open governance arrangements into the Grid Code in modification 

GC0086 ‘open governance’, the experience of working with the new open governance processes 

has helped to identify a number of areas where specific improvements could be made to the 

existing arrangements. 

These currently impact the smooth and efficient running of workgroups, and the swift progression 

of changes to the code making the best use of industry time.

While Ofgem consulted on potential changes to arrangements over summer 2019, the minor 

changes set out in this modification proposal are felt to be “quick wins” and no regrets in nature and 

could be achieved ahead of any more comprehensive changes.

https://www.nationalgrideso.com/codes/grid-code/modifications/gc0086-open-governance


GC0131 - Proposal
The areas being addressed in this modification are as follows:

Initial assessment of proposals

It is proposed to add a further option in Governance Rule GR.19.2 to clarify that the Panel, in their assessment 

of a proposal could choose to form a workgroup specifically to produce an initial assessment of a proposal then 

report back to the Panel.

The Panel could then make a more informed decision on the way forward from the existing options but may also 

invite the proposer to either clarify their proposal or withdraw it. 

Quoracy

The current Governance Rules (GR.20.3) are that a workgroup and any workgroup meeting will only be 

considered quorate with five members (including the mandatory National Grid ESO workgroup member and in 

addition to the chair and any administration support). This has been a frequent barrier to progress.

Where a workgroup meeting is still not quorate despite all efforts, it is proposed that the remaining parties may 

still meet as a workgroup to progress their work, if this is circulated to the full workgroup subsequently and the 

non-attending member(s) do not object to this. 



GC0131 - Proposal
Quoracy

Following discussion, the workgroup agreed that a lower level of participation in a limited membership 

workgroup of three parties, including the mandatory National Grid ESO workgroup member, could be allowed 

with appropriate checks in place, including that these parties should not be from affiliated companies or 

concerns.

Assessment of alternatives

To ensure a better use of time and resources it is proposed to change this to be an assessment of whether the 

alternative is better than the original proposal (which is the treatment used in the BSC), in which case it will then 

be progressed. 

Titles and summaries of proposals

An amendment to Governance Rule GR.15.7 is proposed to allow the Panel Secretary to amend the title or 

summary of the proposal to better reflect its content or intent and to aid in the gaining of members for a 

workgroup.



GC0131 - Proposal

Role of the Code Administrator Consultation

Encouraging stakeholders to engage earlier in the process can’t easily be codified. A new clause has been 

proposed in Governance Rule GR.22.4(iii) to allow the Code Administrator, working in conjunction with the 

Proposer, to consider any changes required in such a situation and develop an appropriate solution before 

rerunning the Code Administrator Consultation where necessary and seeking Panel approval in the form of their 

recommendation vote.

It is also proposed to allow the Panel to specify that a workgroup could be formed where one did not exist 

previously.

Production of draft legal text

Drafting of competent legal text is complex. The ideal time for the production of legal text is once a solution is 

finalised and complete and no further workgroup development is thought to be required. This would usually be 

before running a workgroup consultation.

An additional clause GR.15.11(d) has been included to outline this responsibility and indicate the requirement 

for the legal text to be based on a completed solution (sometimes expressed as ‘business rules’ to enable the 

solution) but generally as early as possible, as the legal text provides clarity to code users about the proposed 

change.



GC0131 Terms of Reference

The Workgroup conclude that they have met their Terms of Reference which were:

Specific Area Terms of reference met?

a) Implementation Page 13 of report

b) Review draft legal text should it have been provided.  If legal text is 

not submitted within the Grid Code Modification Proposal the 

Workgroup should be instructed to assist in the developing of the 

legal text; 

Annex 3

c) Consider whether any further Industry experts or stakeholders 

should be invited to participate within the Workgroup to ensure that 

all potentially affected stakeholders have the opportunity to be 

represented in the Workgroup;

Cross section of industry experts represented on 
workgroup. Majority of workgroup members are 
also Panel members. Ofgem observer (Nadir 
Hafeez) also attended all meetings.

d) Be mindful of impact with CUSC; and The Proposer will share approved decisions from 

the modification with CUSC Panel members.

e) Consider where removal of 1 or more components will facilitate 

treatment of the Modification as Quick Wins.

Workgroup have considered these.



GC0131 Workgroup Discussions

Four workgroup meetings held.

The Workgroup met to discuss the issues, detail the scope of the proposed defect, devise potential solutions 

and assess the proposal in terms of the Applicable Grid Code Objectives and once in May 2020 to discuss the 

Workgroup Consultation Responses and finalise legal text. 

The fourth meeting in June 2020 was held to carry out the Workgroup Vote.

Following workgroup discussions, the Proposer made various changes to the proposals which are detailed on 

page 9 of the workgroup report.



GC0131 Workgroup Consultation

The Workgroup held the Workgroup Consultation between 06 April and 29 April 2020 and received two 

responses. 

Alan Creighton, Northern Power Grid & Rob Wilson National Grid ESO

There was one alternative raised, WAGCM1 by Alastair Frew of Drax Generation Enterprise Limited. This 

alternative will adopt all of the legal text changes from the original proposal except for the changes to GR.20.15 

which, will revert back to the unchanged baseline text of assessment of an alternative against the baseline 

(rather than the original modification as in the GC0131 proposal). 



GC0131 Workgroup Vote

The workgroup met on 03 June 2020 to carry out their workgroup vote. 

Four workgroup members voted that WAGCM1 was the best option overall and the Proposer voted for the 

Original.



Timetable



Ask of the Panel

The Panel is invited to:

• Consider whether the Workgroup 
has met its terms of reference; 
and

• Agree for GC0131 to proceed to 
Code Administrator Consultation



None

Draft Final Modification 
Reports



Reports to Authority

None



Electrical Standards

No Update



Confirmation of 
Approval of Terms of 
Reference for GC0144, 
GC0145, GC0146

Governance



Grid Code 
Development Forum 
and Workgroup Day(s)



Grid Code Development Forum and Workgroup 
Day(s)

June Grid Code Development Forum and Workgroup Days

Workgroup Days – 07 July and 08 July 2020

GCDF – 08 July 2020 – Draft agenda as follows:-

• Emergency and Restoration Phase 2 - Presentation by Tony Johnson, ESO

• Multiple Fault Ride Through - Presentation by Matt Baller, ESO

May Grid Code Development Forum and Workgroup Days

Workgroup Days – 02 June and 03 June 2020

GCDF – 03 June 2020 – Draft agenda as follows:-

• Enduring Solution for GC0143 (Last resort disconnection of Embedded Generation)

Presentation by Rob Wilson, ESO



Standing Items

• Distribution Code Panel update

• JESG Update 

• System Incidents Reporting (*New)



Update on GC0105 ‘System Incidents Reporting’

1 GC0105 requirements

2 Timeline for delivery

3 Progress to date

4 Queries and clarifications 



GC0105 Reporting Requirements – High Level 

System Incidents Report • A record of certain ‘Significant Events’ on the NETS, such as frequency 

excursions and losses that meet specified criteria

• Produced monthly - previously produced annually

• More detail required on each incident vs previous report

• Additional incident triggers to be reported vs previous report

• One-off catch-up report also required within four months (covering Nov-

17 up until first new report, on best endeavours basis)

Historic Frequency Data • Dataset showing the System Frequency at a maximum of one second 

intervals for the whole month

• Produced monthly - previously produced periodically

Future developments • Update GCRP with ‘outline of progress towards reporting events and 

associated data on the NETS’ – additional reporting specified in code



GC0105 Timeline

22 May 2020 ✓ GC0105 approved

08 June 2020 ✓ GC0105 implemented

12 June 2020 ✓ Historic Frequency Data for May data published

July 2020 Publish Historic Frequency Data (June data)

August 2020 Publish System Incidents Report (June data)

September 2020 Present System Incidents Report to GCRP (June data)

October 2020

Publish one-off catch up System Incidents Report covering from 

November 2019 up until the first new report

(A report covering up to Oct 2019 was published in November 2019)

These are the 

deadlines for 

compliance, but we 

intend to start 

reporting sooner and 

provide updates to 

each GCRP



Monthly Reporting Timeline

Input from TOs and DNOs: 

We'll work with the TOs and DNOs to get the right information – where we’re able to 

identify each event to them either at the time or in the following month, we intend to ask 

them to feed in to the report before it is finalised to the panel 2 months post-event.



Progress to date

System Incidents Report • Draft new version of report produced - based on April incidents

• Intention to set up a regular data feed from ENCC

• Presented at GCRP for comments 

• We plan to produce this as a cumulative report for the calendar year, with 

monthly updates. If there are no incidents in a month, we’ll make it clear that this 

is the case.

• Latest report and previous versions will be on our website – we aim to have the 

new page for System Incidents Reports set up by July panel. 

• One-off catch-up report: Reporting previously published covering up to October 

2019. Still need to cover the period from November 2019 to present. 

Historic Frequency Data • Data for Jan-20 to May-20 published on 12 June 2020 on NGESO data portal: 

https://data.nationalgrideso.com/system/system-frequency-data

Future developments • Not yet started – to progress once main reporting requirements are in place

https://data.nationalgrideso.com/system/system-frequency-data


Queries for Panel

Reference Code extract Queries

OC3.4.1 (a) (iii) B: a fault on the NETS which (as 

detailed in section CC6.1.4) is linked 

to a change in the Transmission 

System voltage of more than 

I.   400kV: > +/-5% for >15min;

In the SQSS, at 400kv the operational voltage range is 

+5%/-10%. 

• Is the reporting requirement for GC0105 intended to be 

different?

OC3.4.1 (a) (i) a loss of infeed or exfeed (import or 

export including generation, Demand 

and interconnection) of =>250MW 

GC0105 specifies losses of generation on the 

transmission system. 

• Would it be useful to show the loss of generation on 

the distribution system with the same thresholds?

• Clarification re loss – is this intended to be any 

cumulative loss over a certain time period?

OC3.4.1 (b) (x) the extent of any voltage dip 

associated with the Significant Event

• Request additional clarity / detail of this requirement



Queries continued

Reference Code extract Queries

OC3.4.1 (b) (xi) an estimate of system inertia in MWs 

at the time of the Significant Event 

along with how it has been 

calculated;

• Query re units

• Is it useful to include the calculation for each event?

• Query re comparing to control room forecast

n/a n/a Trigger point

• Suggestion of stating a “trigger point” and to show post 

trigger seconds so that events can be overlaid and 

compared.



Updates on other 
industry codes



Horizon Scan

(February, May, August, November)



Forward Plan 
Update/Customer Journey)
(January, March, May, July, September, November)

None



AOB

1. Panel Election Process (JH)

2. General discussion on impacts of 

coronavirus outbreak (ALL)



Grid Code Panel Elections
2020

Joe Henry
NGESO Code Administrator 



Background

• Grid Code Review Panel Elections are due to take place in September 2020
• Elections will determine panel members for 01/01/2021-31/12/2022

• The following seats are to be elected:

Four (4) Generator seats and two (2) alternate seats 
One (1) Supplier seat and one (1) alternate seat
One (1) Offshore Transmission Owner (OFTO) and one (1) alternate seat 
One (1) Onshore Transmission Owner seat and one (1) alternate seat

• Four Seats are appointed – 1 from the ESO, 2 from DNOs, 1 from Consumer 
background, 1 from Ofgem



What do we need to do?

• The general arrangements to be followed for an election are set out in 
the Governance Rules Annex GR.A of the Grid Code. 



Key Steps and Timings

• Nominations – Based on 2018 Process

• - Code Administrator will send out invitations to Grid Code Users 
(Schedule 1 of the CUSC) to nominate candidates - 7th September 
2020.

• - Each Grid Code User (as defined by CUSC Schedule 1) may nominate 
one candidate for election by giving notice to the Code Administrator

• - The Code Administrator will request return of the nominations 
forms – 9th October 2020.

• - Code Administrator will then circulate the list of candidates and 
voting papers or announce the outcome of the Election to Grid Code 
Users no later than 16th October 2018.



Key Steps and Timings

• Voting – Based on 2018 Process

• Voting will only commence if more nominations are received than 
seats available in the respective categories:

• - Each Grid Code User may submit one voting paper which must be 
submitted to the Code Administrator no later than 5.00pm Monday 
16th November 2020.

• - Code Administrator will make known the results of the election no 
later than Tuesday 1st December 2020 and newly appointed members 
will take up their positions at the January 2021 Panel meeting which 
the date of which is to be determined. 



Electorate

• The electorate consists of CUSC Schedule 1 members as of August 
31st 2020.

• Materially Affected Parties designated by Ofgem can also vote



Electorate

• First Past the Post Method 

• Panel Members will be elected using the First Past the Post method. 

• Tie-Break Mechanisms

• In the event of two or more candidates receiving the same number of votes, the 
Code Administrator will draw lots to decide who is elected. This will apply to both 
members and alternates.

• Anonymity of Voting Papers. 

• The Code Administrator will mark voting papers with a Grid Code User specific 
reference number on receipt so that they are readily identifiable in the event of 
queries. However, the details of how Grid Code Users voted will not be revealed 
to any other third party (except to the Authority as part of the 2018 Election 
Report). 



What do we need to do to prepare

- Contact Panel members

- Pre-reading/Comms

- Develop action plan including engagement



Next 
Panel 
Meeting 

Next Panel 
Meeting 

10am on 30 July 2020 via WebEx

Papers Day – 22 July 2020

Modification Proposals to be submitted 
by 15 July 2020



Close

Trisha McAuley
Independent Chair, GCRP 


