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MEETING MINUTES V1.0
Meeting Name:
 Modifications Committee

Meeting No: 33
Date of Meeting:
01 February 2011

Time: 10.30am – 16.30pm






Venue: Hotel Isaacs, Dublin


In Attendance:
	Name
	Company
	Position

	Modifications Committee

	Aileen O'Connor
	ESB Networks MRSO
	MDP Member

	Andrew Burke 
	ESBI
	Generator Member

	Aodhagan Downey 
	SEMO
	MO Alternate

	Brian Mongan 
	AES Kilroot
	Generator Alternate

	Dana Kelleher 
	CER
	RA Member

	Denis Kelly 
	NIE T&D
	MDP Member

	Emeka Chukwureh 
	Airtricity
	Supplier Alternate

	Grainne O'Shea 
	ESBPG
	Generator Member

	Iain Wright 
	Airtricity Limited
	Supplier Member

	Jill Murray
	Bord Gáis
	Supplier Alternate

	Juliet Corbett 
	NIAUR
	NIAUR Member

	Kevin Hannafin 
	Viridian P&E
	Generator Member

	Killian Morgan 
	ESBCS
	Supplier Member

	Niamh Delaney 
	SEMO
	MO Member

	Sheenagh Rooney
	CER
	CER Member

	Sonya Twohig
	EirGrid
	SO Member

	William Steele
	NIE Energy (Supply)
	Supplier Member

	Secretariat
	
	

	Aisling O'Donnell
	SEMO
	Secretariat

	Sherine King
	SEMO
	Secretariat

	Observers
	 
	 

	Arlene Chawke
	EirGrid
	Observer

	Emma Burns
	CER
	Observer

	Joe Collins
	Bord Gáis
	Observer

	Kerry Verster
	SONI
	Observer

	Margaret Glavin
	SEMO
	Observer

	Marian Troy
	Endesa Ireland
	Observer

	Michael Peters
	Fingleton & White
	Observer

	Nicola Calvert
	SONI
	Observer

	Patrick Liddy
	Activation Energy
	Observer

	Sinead O’ Hare
	NIE Energy
	Observer


Section 1

I. Minutes 

Secretariat advised that additional comments were received following publication of Meeting 32 Minutes from an observer at the Meeting. Secretariat updated the Meeting Minutes to Version 3 and advised that an addendum is now included and will be published on the website following the Meeting. The Committee approved the updated version of the Minutes at Meeting 33.
II. Changes to Committee Membership

Sheenagh Rooney returns as RA Member and Dana Kelleher returns to RA Alternate. Philip Newsome retires as RA Alternate.
III. Secretariat Programme of Work

Status as at 01 February 2011
	Title
	Status
	Sent By / Achieved By

	FRRs  ‘Recommended for Approval’ awaiting RA Decision

	Mod_65_08 Short Term Test Status
	Awaiting Decision
	21 January 2011

	RA Decision Approved Modifications

	Title
	Sections Modified
	Effective Date

	Mod_27_10: Housekeeping and Compliance
	T&SC Section 2, 3, 4, 6, Appendix E, Glossary, AP6 & AP12
	09 December 2010

	Mod_28_10: Clarification of treatment of Netting Generator Units
	T&SC Section 2 & 5
	11 January 2011

	Mod_33_10: Unit Under Test Process
	T&SC Section 5, Glossary, Appendix J, F & AP4
	11 January 2011

	Mod_34_10: Clarification of the Treatment of PQ Pairs for Interconnector Units
	T&SC Section 5 & Glossary
	17 December 2010

	Mod_35_10: Clarification of Technical Offer Data Requirements 
	T&SC Section 3 & Glossary
	08 December 2010

	RA Approved Modifications with System Impacts

	Mod_34_09: Global Settlement
	T&SC Section 2 & Glossary 
	07 October 2010

	Mod_39_10: Change of ESU algebra from Section 7 to Section 4
	T&SC Section 7 
	06 May 2011 

	Mod_12_09 Loss Adjustments in Constraint and Make Whole Payments
	T&SC Section 4
	06 May 2011

	Mod_46_09 Treatment of UIs in Pumped Storage Units when Pumping.
	T&SC Section 5
	06 May 2011

	Working Groups, Consultations & Other Meetings

	Mod_33_10 Unit Under Test
	Conference Call 1
	13 January 2011

	Mod_36_10 Removal of connection between Supplier Units and DSUs
	Working Group Report Published
	9 December 2010

	Work in Progress

	Mod_38_10 Treatment of Errors Under the Code and Mod 24_10 Introducing loss of profits as a relevant damage within the Limitation of Liability Provisions
	Working Group
	16 February 2011 

	Modification Proposal Extensions

	Mod_18_10 Intra-Day Trading
	Extension Granted
	28 February  2011

	Mod_65_08 Generator Unit Short Term Test Status
	Extension Granted
	25 January 2011

	T&SC Version 9.0 May 2011

	8 Modification Proposal pending implementation in version 9 of the T&SC


IV. CMS Update

A SEMO representative presented an update on the CMS Release.

The 4 approved Modifications for the May 2011 9th Scheduled Release are as follows:

· Mod_46_09 Treatment of UIs for Pumped Storage Units;
· Mod_12_09 Loss adjustment of SUC and NLC in CONP and MWP; 
· Mod_34_09 Global Settlement; and,
· Mod_39_10 Change of ESU algebra from Section 7 to Section 4.
Section 2
I.
Review of Action Items open from previous meetings
	Mod_65_08: Short Term Test Status


	· Members/Alternates to forward comments including any dissenting views for inclusion in the FRR for Mod_65_08 Short Term Test Status. 
	Closed 
Comments included in FRR.

	Mod_35_10: Clarification of Technical Offer Data Requirements
	· Participants to provide a list of items that they feel are superfluous for generic runs and submit to SEMO for assessment.

· Implementation date to be aligned with the October 2010 release.
	Closed 

Agreed at Meeting 32 that participants send SEMO list of items as they arise.
RA Decision received.


	MOD_33_10: Unit Under Test Process


	· SOs to examine the process for coming off test.

(C.Call Actions)
· TSO’s to further investigate all options

· Update to be provided at next Mods Meeting

· Secretariat to circulate TSO comments on FRR_65_08 with Conference Call note
	Closed

Conference call took place with Participants on 13 Jan 2011.

Closed
See deferred section for further detail.
Closed
See deferred section for further detail.

Closed
Included in the Conference Call note published on the SEMO website.



	Mod_18_10: Intra-Day Trading


	· Subject to SEM Committee’s views, 

 SEMO to proceed with detailed design based on the High Level Design Summary.
	Open
In development

	MOD_37_10: Constraint Payment for Energy Limited Units


	· SEMO to seek the views of the vendor on alternative solutions
	Closed

See deferred section for further detail.



	MOD 40_10: Differentiation between  Dwell Times and Dwell Trigger Points while ramping up and ramping down.


	· TSO and SEMO to initiate Impact Assessments. 

· Proposer to examine Grid Code impacts and to put forward preference regarding dwell times.

· Generator Units to submit preferences for number of Dwell Times and Ramp Rates
	Closed

See deferred section for further detail.

Closed

See deferred section for further detail.

Closed

One response received from ESBPG, see deferred section for further detail.



	MOD_41_10: Validation of Firm Access Quantity of Trading Site (FAQSst) by the System Operator
	· SOs to assess any issues in relation to validating distribution connected windfarms

· SOs to assess wording in relation to units that have full firm access
	Closed

See deferred section for further detail.

Closed

Alternative version submitted, see deferred section for further detail.



	Mod_42_10: Changes to the Single Ramp Up Rate and the Single Ramp Down Rate
	· TSOs to revert to SEMO with preference of wording. 

· Examine if any synergy with other Modifications exist in terms of systems changes, with a view to being impact assessed.


	Closed
TSOs confirmed they are satisfied that wording is consistent with the Grid Code.

Closed

No synergies exist, see deferred section for further detail.


	Mod_43_10: Variable Price Taker Generator Units and Firm Access
	· SEMO to initiate Impact Assessment.
· RAs to assess the algebra  further.
	Closed

See deferred section for further detail.

Closed

Alternative version submitted, see deferred section for further detail.

	Mod_36_10: Removal of connection between Supplier Units and DSUs


	· Working Group convened for December 9th.

(WG Actions)

· RAs to examine Supplier Licence and certify that they are fit for the purpose of the Modification.

· MMU to review Bidding Code of Practice to ensure compliance. 

· RAs & TSOs to address issue of MEC restriction as part of Demand Side Vision workstream. 

· Proposer to draft alternative version of the Modification Proposal.

· Secretariat to draft and circulate Working Group report.


	Complete

Closed

Update provided at Meeting 33, see deferred section for further detail.

Closed

Update provided at Meeting 33, see deferred section for further detail.

Closed
Mod_04_11 raised by Fingleton & White closes off this action, see deferred section for further detail.
Closed

Mod_36_10_V2 submitted by proposer, see deferred section for further detail. 
Closed

Working Group report available for download from the SEMO website.

	MOD_38_10: Treatment of Errors Under the Code


	· Working Group to be convened to address Mod_38_10 and Mod_24_10.
	Closed 
Working Group scheduled for 16th February 2011.

	Mod_24_10: Introducing loss of profits as a relevant damage within the Limitation of Liability Provisions
	· To be discussed at Working Group with that of Mod_38_10


	Closed 
Working Group scheduled for16th February 2011.


	Section 3 Deferred Modifications

	Item
	Mod
	Proposer
	Discussion Points
	Actions/

Comment
	Outcome/

Vote Result 

	I.
	Mod_18_10: Intra-Day Trading
	Regulatory Authorities
	· The Regulators advised that a paper will be brought to the SEM Committee at the next meeting on the 2nd March, where a decision will be made on whether or not the Modification will be progressed further.

· SEMO advised that they are finalising the costing (such as system and enduring costs) with the vendors this week.
· SEMO advised that since the last Mods Meeting, they had developed several iterations of requirements specifications with the vendors. 
· SEMO presented options on how the Intra-Day Trading Modification could be developed. 
· SEMO recommended that a functional grouping approach be adopted, and advised that a “Plain English” document would be developed to accompany each Proposal.
· SEMO proposed 4 additional Extraordinary Meetings to be scheduled throughout the year in accordance with AP12.

· The Chair questioned why SEMO saw a need for several Modification Proposals.

· SEMO stated that various options have been looked at, such as one single Modification Proposal, however due to the extensive size of the Modification it was felt that the functional grouping method would be the most efficient approach.
· A Generator Member noted how there may be inconsistencies present with the functional grouping approach as one proposal may be approved with the others rejected.
· SEMO advised that the principle of the proposals would already have been discussed and the design approved by the voting stage, thus this problem should not present itself at the voting stage.
· Discussion ensued regarding whether Working Groups or Extraordinary Meetings would be more effective for finalising the design.
· It was decided by majority that Working Groups with one Modification Proposal would be a more coherent approach, as finalising and discussing the design is not typically a voting activity.
· SEMO suggested a Terms of Reference with a clearly defined scope be developed for each Working Group Meeting.
	Actions

· Following SEM Committee approval, SEMO to develop one final Intra-Day Trading Modification Proposal, and to utilise Working Groups to translate detailed design into legal text.

	TSC Mod

Deferred


	II.
	Mod_24_10: Introducing loss of profits as a relevant damage within the Limitation of Liability Provisions


	Airtricity
	· Proposal to be discussed along side Mod_38_10 at Working Group meeting on February 16th.
	Actions

N/A
	T&SC 

Deferred

	III.
	Mod_37_10_V2: Constraint Payment for Energy Limited Units

	ESB PG
	· Proposer outlined how their view remains unchanged from the previous meeting and believes the constraint payment method to be the most efficient and straight-forward means for addressing the current discrimination in the market facing Energy Limited Units.
· SEMO were opposed to the proposal as written, believing that Constraint payments is not the appropriate method for recovering the payment. 

· An Observer agreed that constraints is not the correct option for retrieving the payment. 

· SEMO advised of their discussions with the vendor and that there are 2 viable options for ESBPG:
· 
Modify how the LR algorithm treats Energy Limited Units 
· ESBPG re-register the units as Predictable Price Taking Generator Units subject to the units being designated priority dispatch,. 

· Supplier Member asked as to the progress of the MIP/LR workstream.
· SEMO advised that LR will continue to be used as the default and with MIP as the backup option. It is envisaged that there will be a consultation on this issue in the coming months. 

· The proposer maintained that their preferred option was still to modify the constraint payment algebra for Energy Limit Units.
· SEMO explained the issue with the constraint payments option is that if hydro units are not scheduled to their full energy limits in the Market Schedule then other units are scheduled more. These Energy Limited units are being paid SMP for the Market Schedule amount. If hydro units then also receive SMP in constraints payments and the other units pay back only their costs, then Imperfections Charges will increase.
· A TSO member questioned the extent of lost revenue incurred by ESB PG.

· The proposer stated that while they did not have exact figures, the revenue is in the region of 8% losses, which translates to millions per annum.

· A Supplier Alternate suggested that ESBPG register as a price taker in the interim, as this will incur minimum cost to the market.
	Actions
· SEMO to initiate 2 high-level IA’s for next Meeting 
· SEMO to give update on MIP/LR Workstream at next Meeting
· Proposer to submit detail of materiality of costs incurred 
· Proposer to assess whether registering as a Price Taker Generator Unit would address the issue 
· Participants to forward suggestions on how money can be recovered if not taken from constraints pot


	TSC Mod

Deferred

	IV.
	Mod_38_10: Treatment of Errors Under the Code
	RAs
	· Proposal to be discussed along side Mod_24_10 at Working Group meeting on February 16th.
	Actions

N/A
	T&SC 

Deferred

	V.
	MOD 40_10: Differentiation between  Dwell Times and Dwell Trigger Points while ramping up and ramping down.


	ESB PG
	· Proposer reiterated preference for number of dwell times and ramp rates as follows: 

· ESBPG favour 5 ramp up rates plus 3 dwell up times and 5 

 ramp down rates plus 3 dwell down rates.

· SEMO outlined High-Level IA as medium-sized with a cost in the region of €30,000 – €60,000. 

· A SEMO member clarified that there is a minor impact on ramp down RCUC and that is slightly cheaper than the CMS costs, as there is no Instruction Profiler in RCUC.

· Committee agreed to approve the Modification subject to approval of the Grid Code Modification.

Supplier Member questioned whether voting should be subject to final IA figure. 
	Actions: 

· ESBPG to propose change to Grid Codes
	TSC Mod

Recommended for Approval (Subject to Approval Grid Code Modification)

TSC Mod

(Unanimous)

Andrew Burke

Brian Mongan

Grainne O’ Shea

Iain Wright

Jill Murray

Kevin Hannafin

Killian Morgan

William Steele

	VI.
	MOD_41_10_V2: Validation of Firm Access Quantity of Trading Site (FAQSst) by the System Operator
	EirGrid
	· TSO member presented an update on the Modification since the last meeting in November.

· The presentation addressed two issues, regarding whether SONI could validate FAQ and whether the Modification allows updates to the validation. The presentation also outlined benefits of having a formal validation process by the relevant SO for FAQ.

· The Chair questioned whether the validation process will be formalised in AP1

· TSO member verified that it would be defined in AP1 but not in the Code.

· TSO advised that SEMO and the TSO intend conducting a review of all registered Units in SEM.

· The Chair stated that the onus is on the Participant to inform the Market Operator of any changes given that the Participant has increased incentive to change.

· The Chair advised that at the previous Meeting the principle of the Modification had been agreed however the debate was regarding the TSOs assessment of wording in relation to units that have full firm access.
· A Generator Member stated that the last sentence of the alternative version is seen as an improvement.
	Actions: 

· TSOs to draft Modification to include process in AP1
	TSC Mod

Recommended for Approval TSC Mod

(Unanimous)

Andrew Burke

Brian Mongan

Grainne O’ Shea

Iain Wright

Jill Murray

Kevin Hannafin

Killian Morgan

William Steele

	VII.
	MOD_42_10_V2: Changes to the Single Ramp Up Rate and the Single Ramp Down Rate
	SEMO
	· SEMO gave a presentation on the proposed changes to the single ramp up rate and an overview of changes that would occur in the TSC.

· A Generator Member questioned how Max Availability could be less than the VTOD value of Minimum Generation?

· SEMO member clarified that if a unit unexpectedly goes on outage, at the beginning of the day this could be the case. SEMO stated that this is a rare event but that according to the TSOs it could happen.

· SEMO stated that the vendor has carried out a High-Level IA and has confirmed the change is classed as minor, with a cost of less than €30,000.
	Actions: 

· SEMO to obtain a detailed IA prior to FRR circulation

· Secretariat to ensure full costing included in FRR


	TSC Mod

Recommended for Approval 

(Subject to Modification remaining a minor change)

(Unanimous)

Andrew Burke

Brian Mongan

Grainne O’ Shea

Iain Wright

Jill Murray

Kevin Hannafin

Killian Morgan

William Steele

	VIII.
	MOD_43_10_V2: Variable Price Taker Generator Units and Firm Access


	Regulatory Authorities
	· Proposer outlined main issue of Modification Proposal; Variable Price Takers continue to receive energy payments when dispatched below their availability in their non firm region with the resultant costs to consumers. 

· SEMO presented proposed legal drafting changes to the Alternative Proposal.

· Proposer questioned whether it would be possible for Modification Proposal to be progressed with legal drafting finalised at a later stage, in order to allow the Modification to be included in the 10th Scheduled Release in October 2011.

· The option of an Extraordinary meeting being held to progress the Modification was discussed.

· SEMO advised of the necessity to ensure the revised text in the Modification is valid before the Modification can be progressed further. 

· In addition, SEMO stated that the Modification has not gone through the full review process and that a detailed IA is required.

· Discussion ensued regarding whether it is possible to fast-track the Modification and whether the cut-off date for Modification inclusion in the October 2011 Release can be altered.

· SEMO clarified that it is not possible to modify the cut-off date as the timeline has been agreed with the vendor.

· A Generator Member commented that it is not appropriate to fast-track the Modification prior to the Detailed IA and before the text has been finalised.

· SEMO stated that if the timeline of the Modification is compressed, this will considerably increase the risk of errors.

· The Modifications Committee felt that due process would be compromised if they Recommended to Approve the Modification Proposal considering that it is incomplete.
	Actions:

· SEMO to initiate Detailed IA

· SEMO to verify text of revised Modification Proposal is valid

· RAs to resubmit revised Modification Proposal


	TSC Mod

Deferred 



	IX.
	Mod_36_10_V2: Removal of connection between Supplier Units and DSUs


	Activation Energy Limited
	· The RAs gave an update on the previous actions from the DSU WG.

· Regarding the action on the RAs and TSOs to address the issue of MEC restriction as part of Demand Side Vision workstream, it was decided that Mod_04_11 raised by Fingleton and White would consequently close off this action. 

· A Generator Member questioned whether Mod_04_11 would have to be approved in order for Mod_36_10 to work efficiently.

· SEMO clarified that this was not the case and  the two Modifications independent.

· Committee voiced concerns regarding robustness of the Supply Licence for DSUs and whether it is subject to the Bidding Code of Practice.

· Recognition that the RAs have responsibility to ensure compliance with licensing requirements and any scope for gaming is covered under the remit of MMU and the Bidding Code of Practice.

· The Chair noted that previously an MDP member had spotted the potential for double counting, However, it had since been verified that this was not a possibility.

· The Committee unanimously agreed to Recommend the Modification for Approval. There was a stated preference that DSUs be bound by the Bidding Code of Practice through their licence agreement.
	Actions: 

· N/A


	TSC Mod

Recommended for Approval (subject to ensuring DSU’s are bound by the Bidding Code of Practice)

(Unanimous)

Andrew Burke

Brian Mongan

Grainne O’ Shea

Iain Wright

Jill Murray

Kevin Hannafin

Killian Morgan

William Steele


	Section 4 New Modifications

	Item
	Mod
	Proposer
	Discussion Points
	Actions/

Comment
	Outcome/

Vote Result 

	I.
	MOD 01_11: UI Payments for Generator Units.


	ESB PG
	· Proposer outlined the Modification Proposal, stating that the penalty for Over Generation is excessive for plants that are constrained on when compared with that of plants in merit.

· Members raised concerns around the potential for gaming if the proposal be pursued. Could a Generator purposely drift above the tolerance band for financial gain?

· Generator Members confirmed that there is no incentive to game as over-generation only results in cost recovery within the tolerance bands beyond when the discount for over-generation applies.

· There was general agreement by the Committee that a Generator should receive payment of costs if it over generates when it is constrained on during a period of higher SMP. 
· SEMO added that similarly if a Generator under-generates, it should pay back the market.

· TSO Member was in favour of the principle of the proposal but advised that both System Operators will need to consider the proposal further prior to a vote.

· The Committee agreed by majority vote to defer the proposal while SEMO and TSO procure Impact Assessments.

· Both ESBPG and ESBI voted to recommend the Modification for approval.
	Actions: 

· TSO and SEMO to procure full Impact Assessments.
	TSC Mod
Deferred (by majority vote)

	II.
	MOD_02_11: DLAF application for Supplier Units
	TSO
	· The proposal sought to put back the term ‘Supplier Unit’ that was mistakenly removed by a previously approved Modification Proposal (Mod_43_08).

· The Committee acknowledged the mistake and agreed to recommend the proposal for approval.


	Actions: 

N/A


	TSC Mod

Recommended for Approval

(Unanimous)

Andrew Burke

Brian Mongan

Grainne O’ Shea

Iain Wright

Jill Murray

Kevin Hannafin

Killian Morgan

William Steele

	III.
	MOD_03_11: Housekeeping 3
	Secretariat
	· The Secretariat introduced the proposal, attention was drawn to the numbering correction that occurs with Microsoft Word during the Code update. Secretariat noted that this is a formatting issue rather than a deliberate change to the legal text.
· No questions or comments were raised by the Committee.
	Actions: 

N/A
	TSC Mod

Recommended for Approval

(Unanimous)

Andrew Burke

Brian Mongan

Grainne O’ Shea

Iain Wright

Jill Murray

Kevin Hannafin

Killian Morgan

William Steele

	IV.
	MOD_04_11: Removal of requirement that a demand site in a DSU shall not have an MEC


	Fingleton & White
	· Proposer advised that the intention of the Modification Proposal is to remove the requirement for a DSU to be comprised of Demand Sites that do not have an MEC. 
· A number of examples were presented to explain the proposal in detail.
· The Committee raised a number of questions following the presentation regarding profiling, metering, definition of a DSU and whether registering as an AGU would be an option.

· The proposer advised that registering as an AGU will not deliver a solution as an AGU:

· Does not capture load reduction potential;

· Gross Settlement results in excessive import costs; and,

· If Generation Capacity is greater than MEC, impacts Non-Firm Access.

· MDPs questioned whether the DSU is the correct terminology for the type of unit in question. A DSU must be available at all times for dispatch whereas the intention of the proposal is to facilitate on site load reduction of unit. 
· Questions were raised by the Committee regarding the profile and metering of such units. Proposer explained that the reduction would occur relative to the Demand profile of the site as is the case with other DSUs. The difference in this case is that the profile can be negative i.e. when the site is exporting.
· Current situation: units enter into a Power Purchase Agreement (PPA) with Suppliers and the ability of the site to make capacity available to the wholesale market in the form of load reduction not captured.
· The TSO stated that there may be impacts on the Grid Code that need to be considered. 
· The Chair questioned how the  baseline for the demand profile would be established in order to counteract the incentive for gaming, as all DSU sites are diverse, thus it is difficult to determine what the baseline should be. It was pointed out that this issue exists already for DSUs and it could be argued that it exists for other variables in the SEM.
· The Committee asked the proposer to send through some additional scenario examples to aid their understanding of the proposed change with a view to being in a position to vote at the next meeting.
	Actions: 

· Proposer to send Secretariat additional scenario examples for circulation to the Mods Committee.
· Secretariat to schedule Conference Call to discuss scenarios.

	TSC Mod

Deferred



	V.
	Mod_05_11: Extension to the Role of the Modifications Committee via Working Groups
	Airtricity
	· This proposal was raised by a Supplier Alternate on the Committee proposing additional Working Groups be set up to address broader Market issues. The proposer believes the proposal could result in improvement on the existing process allowing discussion on subject areas rather than solely legal drafting changes to the T&SC.
· RA Member advised that it is currently understood that a group is being established by CBI/IBEC Joint Business Council to enhance discussions between the RAs and Participants at a senior level where expertise is sought on topics.

· The Committee were largely in favour of retaining the existing Working Group process and agreed it delivers the desired outcomes with the existing level of flexibility.

· Members also raised concern around the resource impact additional Standing Working Groups will have on the Committee, with the risk that it could lead to excessive documentation for each new Modification and were generally not in favour of over formalising the process as it could result in a more bureaucratic  process.
· Generator Member drew attention to the existing process being reactive rather that pro-active.
· Observer voiced concerns that the proposal is too restrictive. 

· RAs noted that they are receptive to any suggested policy changes and noted that they frequently receive letters to that effect for consideration.

· Secretariat noted that the current process has allowed participants raise wider issue to that of specific legal drafting, both Global Aggregation and Intra-Day Trading were put forward as examples.

· Airtricity agreed that the existing text changes may not be preferable but suggested it is discussed further at a Working Group.
	Actions: 

· Secretariat to schedule Working Group
	T&SC
Deferred

	VI.
	Mod_06_11: Increasing Maximum Daily Submission Number and Automating Cancellation of Settlement Reallocation Agreement
	Airtricity
	· The proposal puts forward increasing the number of SRAs from 6 to 10 and to automate the process. 
· SEMO advised that the number of SRAs will be configurable from May this year. The increase from 6 to 10 could be handled with the current manual process but the automation of the SRAs would require further consideration.
· Generator Alternate questioned as to whether this change would adversely affect SEMO’s workload.

· SEMO stated that the workload may be greater, as more processing would be required for cancellations. However, the increase in workload was considered to manageable.
· Proposer indicated that the increase from 6 to 10 was intended to be handled by automating the SRA facility. It was further stated that the proposal was raised in order for a solution to be progressed for intraday trading.

· The Committee agreed to defer the Modification while SEMO procure an Impact Assessment.
	Actions: 

· SEMO to initiate Impact Assessment 
· Participants to forward any comments or feedback to Secretariat
	TSC Mod

Deferred

	VII.
	Mod_07_11: Qualification of Requirement for VPTs to submit TOD and COD
	Airtricity
	· SEMO explained the use of the Nomination Profile for VPTGs in the CMS. 

· The proposer noted that he had received incorrect information from a query to the market helpdesk but had received corrected information on raising the modification.   

· The Proposer agreed to withdraw the Modification.
	Actions: 

N/A
	TSC Mod

Withdrawn


Section 5 AOB

· Mod_38_10 Loss of Profits & Mod_24_10 Treatment of Errors Working Group Scheduled for Wednesday 16th February, Dublin. 

· Urgent Modification submitted by Airtricity relating to SNDLF in Global Settlement which had been deemed Not Urgent by the RAs was briefly discussed. It was decided the Modification would be discussed at Meeting 34. RAs clarified the reasons for not deeming this Modification Urgent. RAs agree that the proposed Modification would address an inconsistency recently introduced in the Code, however due the materiality requirement in the Code, it was not found to be Urgent. Secretariat to inform Proposer whether or not it is possible to withdraw a Modification Proposal before a Meeting.

· Next Modifications Meeting 34 05th April 201, Belfast. 
Modifications Committee Meeting 33 Minutes

01 February 2011
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