Notes on Mod 05 Working Group Meeting: 21st April 2008
Attendees: 

	Gill Nolan, Niamh Delaney, Mary d'Arcy
	MO 

	Hugh Mullany
	Independent consultant

	Bruce Kelly 
	Energia

	Ian Luney
	NIE Energy Power Procurement Business 

	Denis Kelly
	NIE T&D MDP

	Philip Hart
	Virtutility

	Philp Newsome
	RA

	Frank Leetch 
	MDP

	Sarah Friedel
	RA

	Gerry Halligan
	 ESBN Commercial, 

	Gerry Bradley
	ESBN Network 

	John Heffernan
	BGE

	Marie Hayden, Simon Tweed, Sonya Twohig ,  Cathal Kearney, Rodney Doyle
	Eirgrid

	Iain Wright
	Airtricity

	Michael Preston
	SO

	Dave O'Connor 
	ESBI


Presentation by Philip Hart

· Iain Wright made the point that that detailed rules would need to be worked out for onsite losses between components, which is dependant on the location of the metering
· 2 strands of work: implementation in TSC and commercial technical metering issues.

· Issue of scope: The Modification is generic in its approach, and as currently drafted does not exclude Autonomous Units.  Working Group Conclusion: for the purposes of this modification it can be construed as not applying to Autonomous units; in order to qualify, the units need to be 'firm and dispatchable'. The Working Group discussed the requirement to be non-discriminatory in the approach, however this does not preclude a future Modification to include Autonomous Units. Action:  Philip Hart to redraft Modification to restrict approach to be dispatchable price affecting generation excluding autonomous

· RAs expressed concern that autonomous units would be excluded from any consultation on this mod. I Wright pointed out that he could see no benefit to autonomous units being included in the modification.

Agenda Items :

· Identification and selection of practical technical solution(s) to the metering of Aggregated Generation Units.

· identification and selection of practical technical solution(s) to the forwarding of Generator Meter Data to Supplier meter reading system(s).

· Denis Kelly: There are two aspects to this modification: the implementation in the TSC and the technical detail

· MDPs will have to implement this in their software.  
· Denis Kelly: There are no significant metering technical issues preventing this solution. He  was concerned that the definition of the details of practical technical solutions should not be discussed in this forum as the MDPs did not want to have a requirement foisted upon them by the T&SC. Other members assured that this would not be the case
· Hugh Mullany: Nothing in TSC gives right of units to be installed in a particular time.

· Gerry Bradley & Frank Leetch stated there is no issue on sequencing of meter data retrieval as data will only be cyclically overwritten after a certain period of time. Point of information: Supplier will pick up cost of Metering

· Implementation: There is an issue with dislocation between retail and wholesale market, and different levels of implementation. Parallel Change requests will have to go in to Codes, market rules, design on retail side; a twin track approach needed.

· Frank Leetch: There is an impact on the physical design on the retail side. There is a 12 month pause on changes to the MRSO systems at present.

· As Autonomous Generator units are to be excluded, all AGUs will be price affecting, and as such dual polling will be required. 

· Exploration of solution costs for the above, from both an initial Cost Recovery and Operational perspectives.

·  Identification of any impact to each of: the Grid Code, the Metering Code, the Trading & Settlement Code (over and above the mod proposal), AND the development of solution(s).

· MDPs have Meter Data Agreements under the market. At present, AGUs are not mentioned in these agreements.

· SOs/MDPs to perform impact assessments with costs and time estimates for work. Capital costs and ongoing costs to be assessed. Denis Kelly estimated that the costs to the MDP would be in the low tens of thousands.

· Denis Kelly - Under the assumption thta the supplier or interested party would pick up the costs of installing the meters, then an initial estimate is that the costs to NIE T&D would be of in the order of magnitude of tens of thousands, and probably less than 50,000.

· M Preston: Detail of Scada requirements, Grid Code and Capacity payments to be worked out

· The impact assessment is to assess for from 30 - 300 different metering installations.

· Identification of any impact to the Unit Registration Processes of both MDPs and TSOs, and the development of solution(s).

· Connection Agreements: requires to have trading sites specific to a jurisdiction

· Each physical Unit is the subject of one Connection agreement at present. The notion of an Aggregated Connection Agreement is to be included in IA, 

· Generator cannot get paid for constraints unless there is firm capacity

· AP1 : where several sites are involved can the period be extended.

· SOs would have to agree to the inclusion of each generator within the AGU as part of the registration process.

· Operational Control requirements 

· SO would like to look at the concept of organising units in a regional way based on size, i.e. aggregated collection of units by geographical locations,  imposed as part of grid code registration process

· There may be scada required for meter reconciliation

· Point on managing constraint costs

· Testing Requirement: Commissioning and Routine Testing 

· Eirgrid TSO: Testing requirements depend on what ancillary services the Units provide; a suite of tests exist and of these a portion have to apply to the AGU. Sensible calls to be made on this. 

· Size and location 

· Size of Units: currently 1.5 mw. The definition of AGU includes size restriction of 10 mw.

· An Aggregated Generation Unit (AGU) could have such limits imposed in consultation with the SOs, and as such is related more closely to the Operational Control Requirements section. The values stated here reflect respectively: the MEC of physical generators of which Virtutility currently has knowledge; the MEC of physical generators allowed within an AGU, not the MEC of an AGU.

· Constraints 

· The Units can be constrained down and off. 
· If units do not have firm access, then they will not receive constraint payments.

· Distribution constraints - Outside the TSO scope

· Constraints should be mentioned in the IA as a concern but not costed.
· Licence requirements 

· P Hart to meet with S Friedel on license requirements. 

· Bidding Code of Practice needs to be looked at.
· Legal issues – who is the Participant, can this work take place without modification to Intermediaries decision, do the bidding principles apply, where does legal liability land
· Virtutility is the legal registered Party with several trading sites. They could not be availing of Intermediary option as price-affecting.

Open Question

· How to coordinate the retail and wholesale market implementation ?

Action Points

                        

· Modification to be redrafted to include Connection agreement definition for AGUs and Autonomous Unit exclusion as soon as possible (Working Group)

· Impact Assessment form to be distributed after meeting (Secretariat)

· IA's to be submitted to Secretariat by May 6th (SOs, MO, MDPs)

· Collate and publish IA's for comment to Working Group May 6th (Secretariat)

· Draft Consultation paper, questionnaire and FAQs, initiate consultation May 7th to run until May 22/23 (Secretariat with input from Working Group)

· Meet to discuss license requirements at date to be arranged(Sarah Freidel/P Hart)

