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             Conference Call 5 Note

The purpose of the Conference Call was to enable participants to seek clarification on any issues relating to the Intra-Day Trading High-Level Design Document in advance of Modifications Committee Meeting 32.
Issues that arose:
· A participant questioned whether any cost analysis would be presented at Mods Meeting 32 or whether it would only be the high-level design document. A SEMO representative confirmed that there will be no associated cost presented until the further design phase is progressed.
· A participant raised a query regarding Appendix C of the document and stated that essentially the appropriate level of configurability can be as broad or as narrow as one chooses. The participant raised the issue of flexibility and asked how confident are SEMO that it can be expanded in order to allow for a greater range of gate closures? A SEMO representative stated that there have been discussions with the vendor regarding full flexibility, and cognisance of what the cost will be has been taken. It is hoped that when SEMO arrive at the cost stage, it will be easier to know what the flexibility level will be. It was stated that it is imperative to have a solid design stage initially; then the options of flexibility can be more explicitly explored. 
· A participant commented on the  inability to change Technical Offer Data (TOD) for the within-day run. A SEMO representative commented that as it is the EA2 data that will be used for the first part of the within day run, the possibility of having 2 technical offer data sets that may not be compatible is not feasible. Similarly, a TSO representative stated that currently it is not possible to change TOD and that it would incur considerable costs to change the software.
· A participant questioned whether the scheduling is based on MSQs rather than the RCUC run? It was stated by a TSO representative that the Interconnector Schedules will be set by the market. A participant commented that the challenge is the unconstrained market and constrained reality as it is impossible to have both.
· Another question was raised regarding section 3.9, the publication section of the high-level design and whether SEMO intend to publish a summary report of Interconnector flows after runs? SEMO stated that they plan to publish the full schedule after every run however they do not intend to publish a summary report. SEMO stated that reporting was not focused on in the high-level design; however it is something that could possibly be included in the future in the detailed design.

· A question was raised regarding the overlap optimisation within day one and whether any analysis of the 11:30 time period has been carried out so as to determine if it will cause any scheduling problems. A SEMO member stated that in discussions since Working Group 7, the considered view is that the ending overlap horizon remaining as it is, shouldn’t interfere with dispatch. It was also stated by a SEMO member that the 30 hour optimisation time horizon has been included in the high-level design which should alleviate concerns. SEMO stated that their aim is to work with the vendors to get as much configurability as possible.
· A further query was raised by a participant regarding why there is such an extended overlap period at the start when there is already the EA2 run to give the starting conditions? It was stated that the TSOs don’t deem it necessary to include past the evening peak.
· A query was raised as to whether more accurate modelling in the MSP software should be addressed. SEMO stated that this is currently being looked at and that the outcome of the working group was that the design summary and the SO security options will be treated separately.

· A participant commented that any changes made should have security of supply and questioned whether these changes could have an impact on the way generators will be scheduled? A SEMO member stated that changes to MSP software have to be treated as a modification as changes in Appendix M will have to be addressed. It was stated that the TSOs would write the modification.
Next Steps:

High-Level Design to be voted on at Mods Meeting 32.
