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1.
Background
Mod_25_09 Publication of two year generation outage plans was received by the Secretariat on 14th July 2009 and was first presented by a Supplier Member at Meeting 23 of the Modifications Committee on 28th July 2009, where it was deferred pending discussion of the issue at the Grid Code Review Panel. The Modification was again discussed at Meeting 24 on 29th September 2009, where the Committee voted to recommend the Modification for approval by majority, however, the recommendation to approve the Modification was subject to the decision of the Grid Code Review Panel (GCRP).
The Committee submitted an FRR to the RAs on 29th October  2009 recommending changes to the legal drafting section of the report subject to the recommendations of the Grid Code Review Panel assessment. The RAs issued a letter of response following receipt of the FRR stating that a decision was dependent upon "receipt of appropriate proposals for amendments to the Grid Codes before a final SEM Committee decision".
The proposal was discussed at both the EirGrid and SONI Grid Code Review Panel on 27th January 2010. It was agreed at the EirGrid GCRP meeting to withdraw the proposal as no changes were required to the Grid Code. The proposal to publish two year generation outage plans was supported by both panels.

The RAs issued a letter to the Committee following an update from the Secretariat detailing the outcome of both GCRPs. The RAs directed Further Work Required on the Proposal prior to a SEMC Decision.  

A second version of the Modification Proposal (Mod_25_09_V2) was drafted by the TSO following the outcome of the GCRP and RA Decision letter and presented at Meeting 27 on 30th March 2010. It was agreed an updated version of the FRR be issued to the RAs for decision detailing the progression of both GCRPs.
1. Purpose of Proposed Modification
2a. Justification for Modification (from Original Modification Proposal Form)
The outage plans for generators are a key component in setting the prices in the Single Electricity Market.  The tariffs available to customers are set based largely on auctions held more than one year in advance of the tariff-year.  In order to have fair and transparent information available to all competitors this key information should be available prior to the auctions.  This means that a two-year outage plan will have to be published.

2b. Impact of not implementing a solution
Currently there is a mismatch of information between different participants and the degree of outage information available to them.  This creates a lack of transparency in the operation of the Single Electricity Market.

Because some participants have more direct knowledge of outage plans if they own generators there will be an element of discrimination between persons who are parties to the Code.

2. Impact on Code Objectives

This Modification will further the following Code Objectives:

No. 3: “to facilitate the participation of electricity undertakings engaged in the generation, supply or sale of electricity in the trading arrangements under the Single Electricity Market”, by enhancing the knowledge of all participants and facilitating participation on a more equitable basis.

No.4: “to promote competition in the single electricity wholesale market on the island of Ireland”, by increasing the information available to both generators and suppliers and providing a more consistent and reliable basis for competitive participation in auctions.

No.5: “to provide transparency in the operation of the Single Electricity Market”, by increasing the availability of outage plans and reducing the degree of information mismatch that may exist between different entities in the market.

No.7: “to promote the short-term and long-term interests of consumers of electricity on the island of Ireland with respect to price, quality, reliability, and security of supply of electricity”, by having greater availability of price-affecting information to permit Suppliers obtain fair value for their customers.

3. Development Process
The original Modification was presented by the ESB CS Supplier Member at Meeting 23 of the Modifications Committee on 28th July 2009, it was noted that the Modification may require a change to the Grid Code. The Committee agreed to defer the Modification while it was presented for consideration by the Grid Code Review Panel.

At Meeting 24 on 28th September 2009 the Modifications Committee was advised by the SONI TSO Member that the Modification had been raised with both SONI and Eirgrid Grid Code Review Panels, the result being a more positive response from Eirgrid GCRP than SONI GCRP. The Committee was advised that ESB CS intended to submit a parallel modification to the GCRP.
The Committee voted on the Modification at Meeting 24, resulting in a recommendation for approval by majority vote, subject to the recommendation of the Grid Code Review Panel.

An FRR was issued to the RAs on 29th October 2009 recommending changes to the legal drafting section of the report subject to the recommendations of the Grid Code Review Panel assessment. In response the RAs issued a letter on 26th November 2009 stating a decision would be dependent on  "receipt of appropriate proposals for amendments to the Grid Codes before a final SEM Committee decision".
 
A proposal to the Grid Code was considered by the EirGrid GCRP on 27th January 2010 where it was agreed among members that a modification to the Grid Code is not necessary to progress the T&SC Modification. The proposal was withdrawn at the meeting as a result of the discussion. The panel were supportive of the Modification subject to support of the SONI GCRP. (see appendix 3A of this report for copy of EirGrid GCRP minutes). The following actions were recorded in the minutes of the EirGrid GCRP meeting:
· ESB Customer Supply to revert back to T&SC Panel.

· EirGrid to discuss with SONI.
The Proposal was also discussed at the SONI GCRP on 27th January 2010. Panel members agreed that a two year outage plan may benefit suppliers but emphasised that it should be made clear that the schedule is indicative and therefore not reliable information. It was agreed that the TSO assess its responsibility in preparing such a plan and provide the Modifications Committee with clarity around the wording “connected to the Transmission System”. The following action was recorded in the minutes of the SONI GCRP meeting:
· The Chairman explained that the TSO would be happy to look into the possibilities of issuing a Two Year Outage Plan and took away an action to look into the issue of the TSO’s responsibility in preparing such a plan as well as to clarify what was meant by the words “connected to the Transmission System” in the proposed TSC modification wording.
The Secretariat provided an update to the Modifications Committee on 23rd March 2010 following receipt of an update from both GCRP minutes. The RAs issued a second Decision to the Committee on 25th March 2010 directing Further Work Required on the proposal with the request for a revised FRR. The Decision letter also requested the Committee “give consideration to whether the obligation should be limited to transmission connected generators of whether it should also apply to distribution connected generators and whether a De Minimus level would appear sensible” (see appendix 4 of this report for RA Decision letters)
 A second version of the Modification Proposal (Mod_25_09_V2) was drafted by the TSO following the outcome of the GCRP and RA Decision letter. Mod_25_09_V2 was presented to the Modifications Committee at Meeting 27 where there was  discussion around exclusion of De-Minimis level generators. The panel agreed that the existing provisions in the Code allow TSO discretion in this area. The Committee agreed to update the FRR with the wording as per version 2 of the proposal (see section 10 of this report). 

4. Assessment of Alternatives

An alternative version of the Modification was presented by the TSO at Meeting 27 of the Modifications Committee following the outcome of the GCRP.
5. Working Group and/or Consultation

Working Group/Consultation by the Modifications Committee is not considered necessary at this stage as work on the Modification was pursued by Grid Code Review Panel.

6. Impact on other Codes/Documents

The Modification was discussed by the Grid Code Review Panel. The panel concluded that the proposal would not have an impact on the Grid Code.
7. Impact on Systems and Resources
No impact on systems or resources.

8. Modifications Committee views
The Modifications Committee undertook significant discussion of the Modification. The Committee acknowledged that second year outage information is already in use in the formulation of pricing and contract negotiations. The Committee also recognised that the second year data is likely to be subject to several revisions. However, majority view was that the publication of said information may make the industry more accountable and/or transparent in its market operations.

Dissenting View

A dissenting view expressed concern that SEM dynamics are difficult to predict. The operating regimes of CCGTs serving the market are accordingly more difficult to predict and their maintenance schedules are accordingly even more difficult to predict. Any such a generator outage schedule looking forward two years would therefore be so speculative as to be of only dubious value. The uncertainty would be further increased by the lack of a published transmission outage schedule out to that time horizon. Any requirement that the projected maintenance schedules submitted by generators be published could, particularly given that they would not be binding, introduce even further uncertainty as the possibility of some element of gaming could never be eliminated. The conclusion is therefore drawn that the proposed arrangement would be more likely to frustrate than to further the orderly operation of the SEM.
It is reiterated that the key issue of the Modification is the publication of second year data.

The Committee elected to vote on the Modification at Meeting 24, resulting in a recommendation that the Modification be approved subject to the recommendation of the Grid Code Review Panel.
The Modification was again discussed at Meeting 27 of the Modifications Committee where a second version of the Modification was discussed. The SONI TSO alternate noted that version 2 of the Modification is a result of the outcome of the GCRP and second RA Decision letter. The Committee discussed the issue of exclusion of De-Minimus level generators and concluded that the Code allows TSO discretion in its decision on this point. The Committee agreed to recommend the proposal for approval and update the existing FRR to reflect the developments of the GCRP and resubmit to the RAs for a final decision.
Recommendation

Mod_25_09 was ‘Recommended for Approval’ at Meeting 24 on September 29th 2009 (subject to the recommendation of the Grid Code Review Panel)’ by the Modifications Committee by Majority vote as follows:

Garrett Blaney -Generator Member

Grainne O’Shea - Generator Member 
Michael Walsh - Generator Member 
Dave O’Connor - Generator Alternate (Reject)
Iain Wright - Supplier Member 

John Cussen - Supplier Member 

Stephen Walsh - Supplier Member

William Steele - Supplier Member

Mod_25_09_V2 was ‘Recommended for Approval’ at Meeting 27 on 30th March 2010 by the Modifications Committee by Unanimous vote as follows:

Caitriona Diviney - Generator Alternate

Grainne O’Shea - Generator Member

Kevin Hannafin - Generator Member

Iain Wright - Supplier Member

Jill Murray - Supplier Alternate

Stephen Walsh - Supplier Member

William Steele - Supplier Member
9. Proposed Legal Drafting

Appendix A page 20 Table E.2

	At least two Months before start of Year
	Maintenance Schedule - Generator Outages Schedule (Appendix F) for the next two Years
	
	


Appendix F

F.9             Each System Operator shall submit a two-year Maintenance Schedule Data Transaction to the Market Operator at least two months before the start of each Year, and whenever it is updated.  The following shall also apply:

1. The Maintenance Schedule Data Transaction shall contain the Maintenance Schedule for each Generator and Interconnector, identified by the System Operator as part of the Grid Code operational planning process,  in the relevant Jurisdiction over the next two Years. 

The Market Operator shall only provide for Type 1 Communication Channel for the communication of such  Maintenance Schedule Data Transaction from the System Operator during normal operation of the Market Operator's Isolated Market System and the Type 1 Communication Channel. 

The publication of outage information is also described in Agreed Procedure 6.  

AP 6 -22

	Publication / Data Report Name
	Class
	Timing
	Subscript
	Published via MO Website
	General Public via MPI
	Confidentiality
	Validity

	Two - Year Maintenance Schedule - Generator Outages Schedule
	B
	As defined in the Code
	-
	Y
	
	Public Data
	


Legal Review
No comments.
10. Implementation Timescale, Costs and Resources

The proposed implementation date is the next working day after the day on which the Regulatory Authority decision is made. It is proposed that this Modification is made on a Settlement Day basis. 
Appendix 1 – Modification Proposal
Mod_25_09 Publication of two-year generation outage plans
	MODIFICATION PROPOSAL FORM


	Proposal Submitted by:
	Date Proposal received by Secretariat:
	Type of Proposal
	Number:

	ESB CS
	July 14th 2009
	Standard 
	Mod_25_09

	Contact Details for Modification Proposal Originator

	Name: 

Stephen Walsh
	Telephone number: 

+ 353 – (0)1  - 7027638
	e-mail address:
Stephen.Walsh@esb.ie

	Modification Proposal Title:  Publication of two-year generation outage plans

	Trading and Settlement Code and/or Agreed Procedure change? 
	T&SC

	Section(s) affected by Modification Proposal:
	Appendices A & F

Agreed Procedure 6

	Version Number of the Code/Agreed Procedure used in Modification drafting:   
	T&SC Version 5.0

AP6 Version 5.0

	Modification Proposal Description
(Clearly show proposed code change using tracked changes & include any necessary explanatory information) 

	The purpose of this modification proposal is to provide for publication of the generator outages two years in advance instead of one year in advance.

Appendix A page 20 Table E.2

At least two Months before start of Year

Maintenance Schedule - Generator Outages Schedule (Appendix F) for the next two Years
Appendix F

F.9 Each System Operator shall submit a two-year Maintenance Schedule Data Transaction to the Market Operator at least two months before the start of each Year, and whenever it is updated.  The following shall also apply:

1. The Maintenance Schedule Data Transaction shall contain the Maintenance Schedule for each Generator connected to the Transmission System in the relevant Jurisdiction over the next two Years. 

2. The Market Operator shall only provide for Type 1 Communication Channel for the communication of such  Maintenance Schedule Data Transaction from the System Operator during normal operation of the Market Operator's Isolated Market System and the Type 1 Communication Channel. 

The publication of outage information is also described in Agreed Procedure 6.  

AP 6 -22

Publication / Data Report Name

Class

Timing

Subscript

Published via MO Website

General Public via MPI

Confidentiality

Validity

Two - Year Maintenance Schedule - Generator Outages Schedule

B

As defined in the Code

-

Y

Public Data



	Modification Proposal Justification
(Clearly state the reason for the Modification & how it furthers the Code Objectives) 

	The outage plans for generators are a key component in setting the prices in the Single Electricity Market.  The tariffs available to customers are set based largely on auctions held more than one year in advance of the tariff-year.  In order to have fair and transparent information available to all competitors this key information should be available prior to the auctions.  This means that a two-year outage plan will have to be published.

This modification will further the following Code Objectives:

No. 3: “to facilitate the participation of electricity undertakings engaged in the generation, supply or sale of electricity in the trading arrangements under the Single Electricity Market”, by enhancing the knowledge of all participants and facilitating participation on a more equitable basis.

No.4: “to promote competition in the single electricity wholesale market on the island of Ireland”, by increasing the information available to both generators and suppliers and providing a more consistent and reliable basis for competitive participation in auctions.

No.5: “to provide transparency in the operation of the Single Electricity Market”, by increasing the availability of outage plans and reducing the degree of information mismatch that may exist between different entities in the market.

No.7: “to promote the short-term and long-term interests of consumers of electricity on the island of Ireland with respect to price, quality, reliability, and security of supply of electricity”, by having greater availability of price-affecting information to permit Suppliers obtain fair value for their customers.

	Implication of not implementing the Modification

(Clearly state the possible outcomes should the Modification not be made , or how the Code Objectives would not be met)

	Currently there is a mismatch of information between different participants and the degree of outage information available to them.  This creates a lack of transparency in the operation of the Single Electricity Market.

Because some participants have more direct knowledge of outage plans if they own generators there will be an element of discrimination between persons who are parties to the Code.

	Please return this form to Secretariat by e-mail to modifications@sem-o.com


Appendix 2 – Modification Proposal

Mod_25_09_V2 Publication of two-year generation outage plans
	MODIFICATION PROPOSAL FORM


	Proposal Submitted by:
	Date Proposal received by Secretariat:
	Type of Proposal
	Number:

	TSO
	March 23rd 2010
	Standard 
	Mod_25_09_V2

	Contact Details for Modification Proposal Originator


	Name: 
Michael Preston 
	Telephone number: 
(01) 23 70438
	e-mail address:

michael.preston@soni.ltd.uk

	Modification Proposal Title:  Publication of two-year generation outage plans Version 2


	Trading and Settlement Code and/or Agreed Procedure change? 

	T&SC

	Section(s) affected by Modification Proposal:


	Appendices A & F

Agreed Procedure 6



	Version Number of the Code/Agreed Procedure used in Modification drafting:   


	T&SC Version 5.0

AP6 Version 5.0

	Modification Proposal Description
(Clearly show proposed code change using tracked changes & include any necessary explanatory information) 

	The purpose of this modification proposal is to provide for publication of the generator outages two years in advance instead of one year in advance.
Appendix A page 20 Table E.2

At least two Months before start of Year

Maintenance Schedule - Generator Outages Schedule (Appendix F) for the next two Years
Appendix F

F.9             Each System Operator shall submit a two-year Maintenance Schedule Data Transaction to the Market Operator at least two months before the start of each Year, and whenever it is updated.  The following shall also apply:

2. The Maintenance Schedule Data Transaction shall contain the Maintenance Schedule for each Generator and Interconnector, identified by the System Operator as part of the Grid Code operational planning process,  in the relevant Jurisdiction over the next two Years. 

The Market Operator shall only provide for Type 1 Communication Channel for the communication of such  Maintenance Schedule Data Transaction from the System Operator during normal operation of the Market Operator's Isolated Market System and the Type 1 Communication Channel. 

The publication of outage information is also described in Agreed Procedure 6.  

AP 6 -22

Publication / Data Report Name

Class

Timing

Subscript

Published via MO Website

General Public via MPI

Confidentiality

Validity

Two - Year Maintenance Schedule - Generator Outages Schedule

B

As defined in the Code

-

Y

Public Data



	Modification Proposal Justification
(Clearly state the reason for the Modification & how it furthers the Code Objectives) 

	The outage plans for generators are a key component in setting the prices in the Single Electricity Market.  The tariffs available to customers are set based largely on auctions held more than one year in advance of the tariff-year.  In order to have fair and transparent information available to all competitors this key information should be available prior to the auctions.  This means that a two-year outage plan will have to be published.
This modification will further the following Code Objectives:

No. 3: “to facilitate the participation of electricity undertakings engaged in the generation, supply or sale of electricity in the trading arrangements under the Single Electricity Market”, by enhancing the knowledge of all participants and facilitating participation on a more equitable basis.

No.4: “to promote competition in the single electricity wholesale market on the island of Ireland”, by increasing the information available to both generators and suppliers and providing a more consistent and reliable basis for competitive participation in auctions.

3. No.5: “to provide transparency in the operation of the Single Electricity Market”, by increasing the availability of outage plans and reducing the degree of information mismatch that may exist between different entities in the market.

4. No.7: “to promote the short-term and long-term interests of consumers of electricity on the island of Ireland with respect to price, quality, reliability, and security of supply of electricity”, by having greater availability of price-affecting information to permit Suppliers obtain fair value for their customers.



	Implication of not implementing the Modification
(Clearly state the possible outcomes should the Modification not be made , or how the Code Objectives would not be met)

	5. Currently there is a mismatch of information between different participants and the degree of outage information available to them.  This creates a lack of transparency in the operation of the Single Electricity Market.
6. Because some participants have more direct knowledge of outage plans if they own generators there will be an element of discrimination between persons who are parties to the Code.



	Please return this form to Secretariat by e-mail to modifications@sem-o.com


Appendix 3 – RA Decision Letters

Original RA Decision on FRR_25_09 Publication of two year generation outage plans
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Trading and Settlement Code Modifications Committee

C/O Stephanie Fargher

SEMO Modifications Committee Secretariat
The Oval

160 Shelbourne Rd

Dublin 4
26th November 2009







Our Ref: 39057
Re: Modification Proposal Mod_25_09 (Publication of Two-Year Generation Outage Plans)

Dear Stephanie,

On 29th October 2009, the Modifications Committee submitted its Modification Recommendation Report with regard to a Modification Proposal, Mod_25_09 (Publication of Two-Year Generation Outage Plans), in accordance with paragraph 2.213 of the SEM Trading and Settlement Code (the Code). 
This Modification Proposal, raised by ESB Customer Supply, seeks to require each System Operator to submit to the Market Operator outage plans for two years ahead, which are then made public at least two months before the start of each Year by the Market Operator. 

The SEM Committee notes that the Modifications Committee voted by majority to recommend the Modification Proposal to the Regulatory Authorities (RAs) for approval.  The SEM Committee also notes that this recommendation is subject to appropriate amendments being recommended for approval by the relevant Grid Code Review Panel/s. Therefore, the RAs await the receipt of appropriate proposals for amendments to the Grid Codes before a final SEM Committee decision on the proposals set out in the Modifications Committee’s report FRR_25_09 can be made. 

Yours sincerely,

_________________







Sheenagh Rooney



Manager – Wholesale Electricity Market
Updated RA Decision on FRR_25_09 Publication of two year generation outage plans
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Trading and Settlement Code Modifications Committee

C/O Aisling O’Donnell

SEMO Modifications Committee Secretariat
The Oval

160 Shelbourne Rd

Dublin 4
25th March 2010







Our Ref: 39326
Re: Modification Proposal Mod_25_09 (Publication of Two-Year Generation Outage Plans)

Dear Aisling,

On 29th October 2009, the Modifications Committee submitted its Modification Recommendation Report with regard to a Modification Proposal, Mod_25_09 (Publication of Two-Year Generation Outage Plans), in accordance with paragraph 2.213 of the SEM Trading and Settlement Code (the Code). 
This Modification Proposal, raised by ESB Customer Supply, seeks to require each System Operator to submit to the Market Operator outage plans for two years ahead, which are then made public at least two months before the start of each Year by the Market Operator. 

The SEM Committee notes that the Modifications Committee voted by majority to recommend the Modification Proposal to the Regulatory Authorities (RAs) for approval.  The SEM Committee also noted that this recommendation is subject to appropriate amendments being recommended for approval by the relevant Grid Code Review Panel/s. 

In response, on 26th November 2009, the SEM Committee issued a letter which concluded by saying that “the RAs await the receipt of appropriate proposals for amendments to the Grid Codes before a final SEM Committee decision on the proposals set out in the Modifications Committee’s report FRR_25_09 can be made”.
The SEM Committee now understands that these amendments to the Grid Codes have been discussed by both Grid Code Review Panels and we now are requesting a written update on such discussions. 

Due to this, the Final Recommendation Report that is currently with the RAs for decision is not fully developed and under paragraph 2.218 of the Code, the RAs deem that further work is required on the Modification Proposal. A revised Final Recommendation Report should be sent to the RAs for decision.

As part of the further work, the Modifications Committee might also give consideration to whether the obligation should be limited to transmission connected generators or whether it should also apply to distribution connection generators and whether a De Minimus level would appear sensible.

Yours sincerely,

_________________







Sheenagh Rooney



Manager – Wholesale Electricity Market
Appendix 4 – GCRP Minutes

EirGrid GCRP Minutes

MINUTES OF THE GRID CODE REVIEW PANEL MEETING

Held at the Clarion Hotel, IFSC, Dublin 

On 27 January 2010 at 10:30am
PANEL ATTENDEES
	Name
	
	Present
	Role

	Jon O’Sullivan
	JOS
	Y
	Chairman

	Jane McArdle
	JMcA
	Y
	Renewable Generators

	Gráinne O’Shea
	GOS
	Y
	ESBPG

	Chevron Nolan
	CN
	Y
	ESBPES

	Ger Harnett
	GH
	Y
	Independent Electricity Supplier

	Rónán Ó hÓgartaigh
	RO
	Y
	Distribution System Operator

	John Lynch
	JL
	Y
	CER

	Simon Grimes
	SG
	Y
	EirGrid Representative

	Mark Norton
	MN
	Y
	EirGrid Representative

	Brían McAuley
	BMcA
	Y
	Market Operator (Alternate)

	Barry Sherry
	BS
	Y
	Endesa (Alternate)


OTHER ATTENDEES

	Name
	
	Present
	Role

	Stacy Altman
	SA
	Y
	CER (Advisor)

	Arlene McGrath
	AMcG
	Y 
	GCRP Secretary

	Geoff Clarke
	GC
	Y
	CER Technical Advisor (SKM)

	Patrick Liddy
	PL
	Y
	Activation Energy DSU (Observer)

	Daniel Joyce
	DJ
	Y
	EirGrid (Advisor)

	
	
	
	


APOLOGIES

	Name
	
	Present
	Role

	Conor Healy
	CH
	N
	Transmission Asset Owner

	Donna Kearney
	DK
	N
	EirGrid Representative

	Peter Gillespie
	PG
	N
	IPP Generators (exl. Renewables and CCGT)

	Miguel Gonzalez
	MG
	N
	Independent Generators (excl. Renewables)

	Garrett Blaney
	GB
	N
	IPP Generators (CCGT only)

	James Gallagher
	JG
	N
	HVDC Interconnector


Introduction to GCRP meeting & Approval of Minutes

1. The Chairman welcomed Panel Members to the meeting and provided an overview of the agenda.  

2. The Chairman reported that Garrett Blaney had resigned from the Joint Grid Code Review Panel.  The Chairman noted that Garrett Blaney will be missed and on behalf of the panel he wished him well in his new capacity with the CER.  The Chairman reported that EirGrid will contact Independent CCGT appointees to elect a new member for the vacant position.

3. The Chairman noted all apologies received and acknowledged a letter received from Miguel Gonzalez appointing Barry Sherry as his alternate.

4. The Chairman also welcomed Patrick Liddy, Geoff Clarke and Daniel Joyce who will present some of the Grid Code wind issues.

5. The GCRP approved the minutes of the previous meeting held in Belfast on 24th September ‘09.  

Key Principles
	Discussion on Registered Capacity and Maximum Export Capacity (MEC)
	JO’S

	· The Connection Agreement refers to the MEC and the Grid Code refers to the Registered Capacity.

· The Registered Capacity is not a defined term in the Connection Agreement.

· EirGrid need to clarify the position and process for notice of change to the MEC and to the Registered Capacity. 

· Gráinne O’Shea recommended that EirGrid also look at the T&SC and apply consistency throughout.

ACTION: EirGrid to clarify the notification process for making a change to the MEC and for making a change to the Registered Capacity.
	


	Discussion on the Wind Workshop that took place in EirGrid Offices 1/12/09
	JO’S

	· The main purpose of the workshop was to discuss the practise of wind farm commissioning and Grid Code compliance testing.  

· Following on from the workshop a customer wind farm commissioning pack and Grid Code compliance testing documents are now available on the EirGrid website.

· Jane McArdle expressed that the workshop was excellent and a good discussion took place with a wide range of stakeholders.  She also reported that clarity now exists around the wind farm commissioning phase and grid code compliance; however she did note that some projects may be further along the development line and experience difficulty in following the process.

· The chairman noted that the process applies to all Gate 3 projects.

· At the workshop the industry agreed on an availability signal standard and that is now in operation.

· Jane McArdle recommended an additional member join the GCRP to represent renewables.

· The Chairman agreed with this suggestion considering that there is currently 1200 MW of wind on the power system and this will rise to 40% in 2020.
· John Lynch queried how the new member will be elected to the panel.
· The Chairman noted that in accordance with clause 7.5 of the constitution “The Chairman shall have the power, having consulted existing members, to appoint any additional Members of the Panel on a permanent or temporary basis as the Chairman considers appropriate from time to time. Such additional members may include the following:

(a) representative(s) of any consumer group;

(b) representative(s) of any interconnected party;

(c) representative(s) of the Generators;

The Secretary shall notify the existing members of the Panel of such additional appointments within ten (10) Business Days of such appointments.”

· Following a members discussion it was agreed that the Chairman approach IWEA and National Offhsore Wind to invite them to appoint another person to represent renewables on the GCRP.  The member must have an application in Gate 3 to the transmission system.  The Chairman will suggest to IWEA and National Offshore Wind to consider Meitheal Na Gaoithe when making their choice.
· Daniel Joyce provided an explanation on the different types of Wind Farm Extensions that exist and a possible modification may be brought to the Grid Code.

· Daniel Joyce went on to discuss Wind Farm availability signals.  There has been an industry move away from the 0-10mA range because it caused operational issues; a zero signal could indicate the required signal or that the signal has failed, to a 4-20mA range.  Since the workshop a new availability signal range has been agreed and there has been an overall improvement in the quality of signals.

· EirGrid have also undertaken a body of work to look at the voltage control of DSO Wind Farms with the DSO.
	


	Discussion on the Generator Workshop that took place in EirGrid Offices 09/12/09
	JO’S

	Discussion on Staffing Levels – operating a unit remotely

· The Chairman explained that no alteration to the Grid Code is necessary but clarification is required.  The Grid Code clause OC7.2.4.2.3 states that “The Control Facility shall be staffed by a Responsible Operator(s) who shall respond to communications from the TSO without undue delay (except where otherwise provided for by agreement between the Generator and the TSO, such agreement not be unreasonably withheld)… “.  This requires clarity as it is non-transparent for new entrants to the market; it is difficult for them to understand the standards and requirements.  

· EirGrid are considering a policy for remotely controlled units, however there are other issues to consider such as a unit being the largest unit on the system.

· Gráinne O’Shea noted that further clarification is required.  ESB PG like the way it currently works and it may merit holding a workshop to discuss this.  She also reported that there may be implications for the hydro plants; they provide other functions beyond electricity such as flood control.

· Mark Norton suggested that the issue may not be with the size of the plant but more to do with the function of the plant.

· Barry Sherry also raised a possible future modification that; the definition of the control facility as it stands in the Grid Code does not state a location in relation to the unit the location of the control facility in relation to the unit
. 
ACTION: EirGrid to further consider this issue and bring this back to the next GCRP.

Discussion on the latest Grid Code

· Version 3.4 is available on the EirGrid website.

· This new version includes the modifications:

· MPID191 Automatic Generator Control (AGC).

· MPID192 Secondary Fuel Testing Procedure.

Discussion on Secondary Fuel Consultation

· Stacy Altman updated members.  EirGrid are due to issue a recommendation paper within the next two weeks.  The slight delay is due to further consideration around the compensation method.  Following the recommendation paper the RA will issue their final decision.
· The Chairman noted that EirGrid have not performed any Secondary Fuel testing to date.
ACTION: EirGrid to issue a recommendation paper and the RA to issue their final decision.

Discussion on MPID 195 Planned Plant Closures

· The Chairman noted that Donna Kearney was unavailable to attend the GCRP and in her absence he will provide an overview of the proposed Grid Code changes set out in MPID 195 and MPID 196.  

· Modification MPID195 relates to Registered Capacity; if a change is made to the Registered Capacity or if the plant is due to close under the Grid Code the user is currently obliged to give two years notice.  The CER recommends that the time frame should be increased to three years.
· The Chairman further explained that the MEC is defined in the Connection Agreement and a change to the MEC requires two years notice under this agreement.  TUoS charges apply if the obliged notice period is not given.  
· The Chairman agreed there is a lack of clarity in notifying changes to the Registered Capacity.  The only sanction under the Grid Code is that we write to the user to report a non compliance.  TUoS charges apply to the MEC only.

· Gráinne O’Shea expressed that clarity is required to link it altogether and currently she feels uncomfortable with the proposal.  Power Generation will support if (a) not binding (i.e. like GAR) and can change mind without penalty or loss of connection rights and (b) no increase in TUoS penalty (i.e. currently must pay TUoS for 2 years after notification of closure - so this should not increase). 

· Barry Sherry also expressed his concern with the time frame of three years.

· The Chairman explained that the RA is driving this recommendation for reasons of system security and ultimately the risks to the consumer.

· Stacy Altman expressed that the RA is only proposing a change to the time scale and the background to this requirement remain as is.

· John Lynch suggested modifying the proposed text to include less than or equal to 50MW.  

ACTION: 

· The Chairman agreed to further discuss this proposal with the RA.  EirGrid will formulate a process around notifying a change to the Registered Capacity and the MEC.  Final consideration will be made at the next GCRP.

· Change the proposed text to less than or equal to 50 MW.

Discussion on the Notification and Reporting of Medium/Long Term Operational Characteristics, MPID196

· The Chairman provided an overview of the proposed Grid Code changes set out in MPID 196.
· John Lynch pointed out that the term Major Outage is not defined in the Grid Code glossary.
ACTION: EirGrid will circulate a definition for the term Major Outage and if no objections are raised the proposed modification will be recommended to the CER.  

Facilitation of Renewables

· The Chairman reported that EirGrid and SONI are conducting a unique renewables study around dynamic studies, fault levels, flexibility requirements, reserve requirements, ramping requirements.  EirGrid and SONI are the first in the world to undertake such a study.
· The study group will make a presentation on the results and everyone is welcome to attend.  The tentative date for this presentation is Feb 2010 and the location will be Belfast.
· A paper is due to be issued in March 2010.
	


SUMMARY OF ACTIONS

	ACTION
	MEMBER

	MPID 190: Alignment of CC.7.2.2.1 with the latest European standard dealing with insulation co-ordination (currently IEC 60071-1 Ed. 8.0)

· EirGrid propose to simplify the Grid Code and remove any conflicting issues with regard to clearances and safety standards.  These standards are more appropriately left to the respective legislation (ETCI) and ESB Safety Rules. 
· EirGrid and the DSO will work together on this item.
	EIRGRID 

	Two Year Generation Outage Schedule - modification proposed by ESB Customer Supply to the Trading & Settlement Code (T&SC)

· This proposal is formally withdrawn because no changes are required to the Grid Code.

· The EirGrid GCRP has no objections in supporting the original proposed modification to the T&SC subject to the SONI GCRP agreeing to the proposal.
	ESBCS to revert back to T&SC Panel.

EirGrid to discuss with SONI

	MPID 187: HVDC Interconnector Standards and Capabilities

· John Lynch reported that the CER consultation period ended in December.  A couple of responses were received.  CER are now putting together a decision paper and they plan to publish this by mid to late February.
	CER

	MPID 193: A Proposal from ESB Power Generation to Modify the Grid Code Definition for Within-Day Test

· This proposal was recommended to the CER on 10/11/09.
· John Lynch reported that they are due to respond on this proposal soon.
	CER

	Performance Monitoring

· The Chairman reported that the GPIs are separate to Performance Monitoring, GPIs fall under the Harmonised Ancillary Services package.  They will come into operation 1st Feb 2010.

· Gráinne O’Shea recommended that retrospection on the RA decision should be applied to the date of submission of Grid Code derogations and any GPIs charged should be refunded from the date of submission if the derogation is approved by the CER.  John Lynch noted that the CER will consider this recommendation.  

· Anne Trotter (EirGrid) has visited all conventional generators to give a high level explanation of the Performance Monitoring reports and she is due to visit the Wind Farms shortly.


	CER

	CER Recommendations on Planned Plant Closures and the Notification and Reporting of Medium/Long Term Operational Characteristics

MPID 195 Planned Plant Closures:

· EirGrid will clarify the notification process in making changes to Registered Capacity (Grid Code) and MEC (Connection Agreements).  

· EirGrid will further discuss this proposal with the CER.

· Following clarification the proposal will be brought back to the next GCRP meeting for discussion.

· John Lynch noted that the proposal should state less than or equal to 50MW.

MPID 196 Reporting of Medium/Long Term Operational Characteristics

· EirGrid will circulate a definition for the term Major Outage and if no objections are raised the modification will be recommended to the CER.
	EIRGRID 

	New Member

· Following a members discussion it was agreed that the Chairman approach IWEA and National Offhsore Wind to invite them to appoint another person to represent renewables on the GCRP.  The member must have an application in Gate 3 to the transmission system.  The Chairman will suggest to IWEA and National Offshore Wind to consider Meitheal Na Gaoithe when making their choice.

	EirGrid

	Wind Farm Extensions

· EirGrid will give further consideration to a definition for wind farm extensions which may result in a proposed modification at the next GCRP.


	EirGrid


SONI GCRP Minutes

MINUTES OF THE SONI GRID CODE REVIEW PANEL MEETING

Held at the Clarion Hotel, IFSC, Dublin  

On 27 January 2010 at 10.30
Present:

	Members/Alternates
	Representing
	

	Dick Lewis
	SONI
	

	Tom McCartan
	SONI
	

	Alan Kennedy
	SONI
	

	Brendan Woods
	SONI
	

	Adrian Henning
	SONI
	As an observer for SONI

	Jim Cooke
	Coolkeeragh ESB Power Station
	

	Cathal Martin
	SSE Renewables
	

	Brian Mongan
	AES Kilroot Power Limited
	As an alternate for Roger Casement

	Bronagh Luney
	NIE
	

	Sarah Friedel
	NIAUR (by phone) 
	

	Munir Hassan
	Secretary of the SONI GCRP
	

	Nick Molho
	CMcK as reflected in the General Conditions of the SONI Grid Code
	


1. Apologies for absence

· The Chairman noted that apologies had been received from Joe Duddy (RES), Paddy Larkin (Mutual Energy Ltd), David Macartney (PPB) and Leslie Bryans (NIE).

2. Minutes of the Grid Code Review Panel Meetings held on Thursday 24 September 2009 and Thursday 3 December 2009

· The minutes of both GCRP meetings were approved.

· The Chairman noted that there had been no follow-up on supplier representation from NIAUR and that this was something that should be taken forward.

3. Chairman’s Introduction to the Meeting

· The Chairman gave an overview of the agenda and clarified that Sarah Friedel of NIAUR would join the meeting by conference call to discuss items 6 (Grid Code / D Code changes), 7 (Update on Other Consultations) and 11 (Ancillary Services Changes) on the agenda.      

4. Publication of Two Year Outage Plan

· The Chairman referred to TSC Modification Proposal 25-09 (attached to these minutes) and to the GCRP meeting of 24 September and the suggestions made at that meeting by David Macartney regarding the potential benefits for suppliers of SONI issuing a Two Year Outage Plan. 
· The Chairman explained that whilst the TSO may be able to prepare a 2 year outage plan, this would not be very reliable and asked for the Panel’s views as to whether the publication of such a schedule would be helpful for Grid Code Users.
· The consensus from Panel members was that such a schedule could be helpful and SONI would just need to ensure when publishing such a schedule that it was made clear that the information was indicative and could not be relied upon by suppliers.
· Action: The Chairman explained that the TSO would be happy to look into the possibilities of issuing a Two Year Outage Plan and took away an action to look into the issue of the TSO’s responsibility in preparing such a plan as well as to clarify what was meant by the words “connected to the Transmission System” in the proposed TSC modification wording.  

5. Consequential changes to the Grid Code following the development of the Distribution Code (Item 6)

· Sarah Friedel joined the GCRP meeting by conference call.

· The Chairman explained that following the end of the consultation process and the submission by SONI of its report to NIAUR on the proposed Grid Code changes, NIAUR submitted a number of queries to NIE and SONI, which SONI and NIE both provided answers to.

· However, there was still an outstanding action on both SONI and NIE to agree necessary changes to the Transmission Interface Agreement to ensure that the TIA, Grid Code and Distribution Code could work effectively together.  This exercise was currently under way.

· NIAUR confirmed that there were no outstanding issues on the proposed Grid Code changes and that therefore once the TIA changes had been agreed, the package of documents would be approved as a whole by NIAUR.

6. Update on other consultations (Item 7)     

· The Chairman clarified and NIAUR confirmed that there were no outstanding issues on the other consultations (Maximisation changes, “Start” and “Cooling boundary” definitions and “real time availability” changes) and that SONI was waiting for the Distribution Code related changes to be approved before implementing these changes in the next version of the Grid Code.

7. Modification to Grid Code as a result of Ancillary Services changes (item 11)

· The Chairman provided an overview of the consultation process and of the 3 responses to the consultation that had been received from NIE Energy PPB, AES Kilroot and EirGrid.  The Chairman also clarified that SONI had held 2 bilateral discussions with NIE Energy PPB during the consultation period as well as another meeting on 25 January 2010, given the substantial comments made by PPB.

· The Chairman explained that SONI would be preparing note following the GCRP meeting to clarify what areas were still subject to a disagreement between PPB and SONI and that this note would ask for directions from NIAUR as to the way forward in accordance with SONI’s Licence.

· Dave Thornton summarised to Users the key changes that had been made in the updated drafts that were attached to SONI’s report to NIAUR on 19 January 2010 compared to the Grid Code drafts that were circulated to Users with the consultation paper on 11 December 2009.  The key changes included in particular modifications made to the definitions of “Ancillary Services” and “System Support Services”, the definition of Primary Operating Reserve, the definition of “Sustained Load Diagram”, SDC1.B.4.2 and clarification wording added at SDC1.4.2, SDC1.4.4 and SDC1.4.8.

· The Chairman then took Panel members through the key areas of disagreement between SONI and PPB, as summarised in the note sent by PPB to SONI on 22 January 2010 (which is attached to these minutes), which concerned in particular the issues of Frequency Event and Frequency Transient, the definition of Additional Grid Code Characteristics, issues surrounding Reserve Capability and Rate of Change of Frequency. The Chairman then summarised SONI’s position on all of those points (which is reflected in the note sent by SONI to NIAUR and copied to all Grid Code Users, dated 29 January 2010, which is also attached to these minutes).

· The Chairman asked whether any Panel Members or NIAUR had any comments regarding these outstanding areas of disagreement and the points made by PPB. Panel Members had no further comments to make and Sarah Friedel explained that she was happy with SONI’s suggestion that a note would be sent to NIAUR and copied to all Grid Code Users summarising the areas of disagreement between PPB and SONI. 

· Sarah Friedel then left the GCRP meeting.

8. Update on WFPS Sub-Group (Item 8)

· Alan Kennedy then provided an overview to Panel Members of the work that had been carried out to date by the WFPS Settings Schedule Sub-group, which is summarised in the slides attached to these minutes.

· After some discussion with Panel Members, it was agreed that the Group should also look into related Grid Code / Distribution Code issues (including with respect to the signals which SONI needs to receive from Distribution connected wind farms), as well as some of the wind farm related definitions in the Grid Code.

· Alan Kennedy stated that the Group was aiming to finalise work on the proposed changes by 30 March 2010 and that whilst the Settings Schedule was not formally part of the Grid Code, it would be worthwhile getting the changes approved in the normal way applied for formal Grid Code changes.    

9. Failure to Synchronise (Item 10)

· Tom McCartan provided Users with an overview of the revised proposed changes regarding Failure to Synchronise set out in MPID 194 (attached to these minutes).  Tom McCartan explained that the current proposal, which mirrored current practice, was that the TSOs would issue a Failure to Synchronise Instruction where a generating unit synchronised more than 15 minutes ahead of the time originally agreed for synchronisation or more than 5 minutes after such originally agreed time.

· Brian Mongan expressed a concern that under the proposed Grid Code wording, Generators would loose their entitlement to all payments if they synchronised outside of the - 15 / + 5 minute window. Tom McCartan clarified that this was not correct as in practice SONI would then reissue a new Synchronisation Instruction to a Generator and Generators would be paid on that basis.

· Brian Mongan also expressed a concern that it was not clear why the Grid Code wording suggested that a generating unit could be asked to synchronise again if it was in fact already synchronised (albeit had done so outside of the required time window).  It was agreed that this concern would be reiterated at the JGCRP Meeting.

· Jim Cooke also expressed another concern regarding the lack of clarity regarding the type of technical parameters that generating units would be judged against, as in Northern Ireland, technical parameters were set out in the Grid Code as well as the HAS contracts. Again, it was agreed that this concern would be reiterated at the JGCRP meeting.

· The Chairman clarified that these proposed changes would have to be subject to a consultation exercise in any event.

10. Any other business

· No further items were brought up for discussion.

11. Arrangements for next meeting

· The Chairman stated that the next GCRP meeting would be held on the 3rd Thursday in March, subject to a need for an earlier meeting.      








































































































































































































































�This comment was made by Barry Sherry 16/02/2010.


�This comment was made by Grainne O’Shea 12/02/2010.
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