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NGESO invites responses to this consultation by 17:00 Monday 19th July 2021. The responses to the 
specific consultation questions (below) or any other aspect of this consultation can be provided by completing 
the following form. Please note that responses submitted after this time may not be counted. 
 
Please complete this form regarding the proposal titled: EBGL Article 18 Mapping: Dynamic Containment 
High changes, dated 18.06.2021.  
Please return the completed form (word version) to: box.europeancodes.electricity@nationalgrideso.com 

 

  Respondent Kailin Graham 
  Company Name The Association for Decentralised Energy 
Does this response contain confidential 
information? If yes, please specify.  

 

No 

 

 Dynamic Containment  

Number Question Response 

1. 

Do you agree with the updates in 
the proposal for Dynamic 
Containment?  
Please provide rationale 

 

The ADE supports updates that facilitate the 
introduction of DC HF, and accepts the majority of 
amendments to the consultation documents. 
However, the ADE would like to question some of 
the alterations made to the DC New Auction 
Rules and DC Participation Guidance Document. 
These concerns are outlined below. 
 
New Auction Rules 
Only minor amendments were proposed by ESO 
to this document. However, the ADE would like to 
question the validity of the addition of paragraph 
12.1.5, allowing the ESO to “take such other 
actions or steps as it reasonably considers to be 
necessary or desirable”. The ADE would like 
further information on the exceptional 
circumstances that ESO is looking to cover with 
this paragraph, and scope of actions that this 
paragraph would enable. In particular, the ADE 
questions whether it is reasonable for this 
paragraph to enable ESO actions to take 
discretionary actions when it is “desirable”; this 
could comprise actions that the ESO considers 
economically beneficial, which would undermine 
the market and impact liquidity. The ADE 
therefore thinks this paragraph should be revised 
and the term “desirable” removed. 
 
 
 

EBGL Article 18 Proposal - 
Summary of changes 

mailto:box.europeancodes.electricity@nationalgrideso.com


 

 2 

 

Participation Guidance Document 
The majority of changes to this document reflect 
changes that facilitate DC HF, and the ADE 
supports these changes. However, the ADE 
would like to contest parts of the amendments in 
Section 8: Operational and Performance 
Baselines. 
 
According to the Summary of Changes, the 
objective of the addition of the subsection title 
Operational vs Performance baselines is to 
provide clarification on the distinction between the 
two. However, the ADE believes that some of the 
wording in this section is problematic, especially 
given the engagement between the ESO and 
ADE on the topic of baselining. In this 
engagement we have stressed the importance not 
to conflate the needs for visibility and measuring 
performance when talking about baselining. 
 
The inserted statement “(a feature upon which the 
Balancing Mechanism and NGESO balancing 
strategy relies)” implies that the provision of 
visibility is a crucial objective for submitting 
baselines for DC. This is not the case, as visibility 
can be provided outside of these baselining 
arrangements. We would ask that NGESO 
remove this addition from the amendment. 
 
In addition, the ADE is not aware of any evidence 
to suggest the operational baseline protects 
against the gaming of DC. We would therefore 
ask that the sentence “In addition the Operational 
baseline serves to protect NGESO against 
provider ‘gaming’ of the service.” is removed until 
this evidence is provided. 
 

2. 

We are proposing to change 
auction timings for DCH (and 
DCL) to occur between 12:00 and 
16:00 on D-1, with a minded to 
position this would be held at 
14.30pm. We would welcome 
your views on this. 

The ADE has no views on this change. 

3. 

Annex 1: Do you have any 
comments on the highlighted 
mapping for DC service? 
 

The ADE has no comments here. 

4. 

Do you have any other comments 
on the DC proposal? 

Participation Guidance Document 
In Section 10: State of Energy Management, part 
3a) of the provided example, when describing the 
1-hour gate before baselines can apply, the 
document states that “this is the convention 
applied to physical notifications in the BM and 
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needs to be mirrored by non-BM providers to 
ensure fairness across all market players”. This is 
a subjective statement reflecting a value 
judgement made by NGESO, and should not be 
included.  
 
For instance, the ADE and its members would 
argue that hour-ahead baselines do not ensure 
fairness across all market players as they 
disproportionately disadvantage non-dedicated 
assets, and consistency between BM and non-BM 
providers can be provided in other ways (see 
previous ADE-ESO engagement for details). 
 
The ADE would therefore ask that this statement 
be removed. 

 

 


