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Reference
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	  MO
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	Meeting 10
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	Section 1 

(a) Summary of Modification Committee Recommendations

	Mod_09  seeks to revise the Code, section 6.258, to clarify the demand side unit treatment in the event of electrical system collapse. The change is that, for Demand Side Units, it is proposed to set Metered Generation to zero.
Normally their Metered Generation is set to their Dispatch Quantity (DQ). If there is no DQ available for demand side units, (it is not possible to set a DQ, as this should be set equal to the MSQ, which in turn is set equal to the meter generation in the event of an electrical system collapse); a value must be set, as otherwise the Administered Settlement calculations (in 6.256) cannot be run.
Recommendation Summary 

Having considered the Proposed Modification at the abovementioned Meeting, the Modification Committee recommends 

1. The Proposed Modification should be Made

2. With Implementation date of 20 December 2007


	(b)  Rationale behind Modification Committee Recommendations

	(Note to Committee: The RA’s require explanation here of a. whether and b. how the proposed modification would better facilitate the achievement of the Code Objectives)
A gap exists in the Code provision.  Administered Settlement calculations would not take place for Demand Side Units if this value was not set to zero. In the event of an electrical system collapse then the MSQ = Metered Generation for all units, and as there is no current rule for this, this fills the gap. This clause ensures that the Administered Settlement calculations can be run successfully for the Demand Side Units.
This fulfills the following Code Objectives 
‘1.3.1 To faciliate the efficient, economic and coordinated operation, administration and development of the SEM in a financially secure manner’ ,
‘1.3.2 to facilitate the participation of electrical undertakings engaged in the generation, supply or sale of electricity…’ , and
 ‘1.3.6 to ensure no undue discrimination between persons who are parties to the Code’




	Section 2
(a) Summary of Impacted Parties
	Detail of impact

	Generators
	N
	

	Demand Side Units
	Y
	Calculations under administered settlement

	Interconnector Units
	N
	

	Suppliers
	N
	

	TSO
	N
	

	MO
	Y
	Code update if approved

	MDP
	N
	

	(b) Summary of Impacted Documents/Systems
	Detail of impact

	Code Provisions
	Y
	6.258

	Business Processes
	N
	

	Legal requirements
	N
	

	Grid Code
	N
	

	Other
	N
	

	Systems
	N
	

	(c) Proposed Modification (Original Draft)
This section contains the text of the original draft of the modification proposal

	6.258 In the event of Electrical System Collapse, prior to completing the calculations set out in paragraph 6.256, relevant values of Metered Generation (MGuh) for Netting Generator Units and Demand Side Units must shall first be set to equal zero.

Modification Proposal Justification                                                                                                                                           
According to T&SC 5.167, for Demand Side Units, MG is set equal to DQ.  As no DQ will be available, the MG for Demand Side Units will first need to be set equal to zero before the calculations in 6.256 are carried out.

Implication of not implementing the Modification

MSP Software sets the MG equal to zero for Demand Side Units in the event of an Electrical Systems Collapse, otherwise the systems will fail. Therefore, the systems will not be aligned with the Code if the modification is not implemented.



	(d) Proposed Modification (Recommended for Approval by Committee)

This section contains the text of the Approved version of the modification proposal, if different from above

	As above

	(e) Details of Alternative proposal raised

If appropriate, a later version or a resubmitted Modification Proposal details should be entered here

	n/a

	(f) Dissenting or Other Opinions

This section contains a summary of any objections to the approved modification proposal/ if appropriate, or  feedback from the following: MO, TSO, Industry Expert or Consultant opinions

	I Wright: Q.Is it really necessary if there is a default value?



	Section 3

Results of Modification Consultation

	Q.
	Consultation Question
	Yes 
	No 
	Neutral

	
	N/A
	
	
	


	Section 4

(a) Committee’s Final Recommendation to the Regulatory Authority

	On the basis of the above discussions, the Committee agreed a UNANIMOUS/MAJORITY Recommendation to the RA’s that this Proposed Modification SHOULD/ SHOULD NOT be made
On the basis of the Proposal which incorporates the ORIGINAL/REVISED wording as detailed in Section 2.


	(b) The Committee Recommends the following Implementation Approach and Timelines

	The modification should be implemented on a: Trading Day/ Settlement (calendar) Day basis
The Implementation Date of the Modification should be: 20TH December 2007
Assuming the RA Decision is made on/before : N/A
Or no earlier than: N/A
Or no later than: N/A

	(c) Proposed Modification Implementations Cost 

This section contains a summary of the cost associated with implementing the proposed modification.  

	Cost (€)
	Vendor 
	MO
	Total Cost (€)

	
	N/A
	
	

	(d) Proposed Modification Estimated Effort Time

This section contains details of the effort time required to design and develop the proposed modification.Include Detailed description of long it will take to perform each change

	Effort Time (man days)
(list each change below)
	Vendor 
	MO
	Total Effort Time

	Update the Code
	N/A
	½ DAY
	½ DAY

	Please complete this form and return it to Secretariat by e-mail to Modifications@allislandmarket.com


� Note: These man days and costs may need to reflect a combination of Vendor costs and MO additional costs. Any further modifications to the outline rules may have an impact both on the estimated costs and the estimated implementation date of the change.
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