Distribution Code Consultation Response Proforma 

DCRP/18/08/PC: DC0079 Frequency Changes during Large Disturbances and their Impact on the Total System - Phase 4 – All existing Generation

Stakeholders are invited to respond to this consultation, expressing their views or providing any further evidence on any of the matters contained within the consultation document. Stakeholders are invited to supply the rationale for their responses to the set questions.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Please send your responses and comments by 17:00 on 17 August 2018 to dcode@energynetworks.org and please title your email ‘Consultation Response DCRP/18/08/PC ’. Please note that any responses received after the deadline may not receive due consideration by the Working Group.
Any queries on the content of the consultation pro-forma should be addressed to DCode Administrator on 020 7706 5124, or to dcode@energynetworks.org
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	Role of Respondent
	[bookmark: _Ref19342985]Eg Distributor/Supplier/Generator/ Consolidator / Exemptible Generator / BSC Agent / Party Agent / Distributor / other – please state [footnoteRef:1]) [1:  Delete as appropriate – please do not use strikeout, this is to make it easier to analyse the responses] 


	We intend to publish the consultation responses on the DCode website. Do you agree to this response being published on the DCode website? [Y/N
	




	
	Question
	Response

	Q1
	Do you believe that DC0079 better facilitates the appropriate Distribution Code objectives?  If not, why do they fail to do so?
	

	Q2
	Do you support the proposal to remove vector shift protection technique as loss of main protection for existing distributed generators?  If not, please clarify why.
	

	Q3
	Do you support the proposed change in RoCoF settings to 1Hzs-1 with a delay of 500ms for all non-type-tested distributed generators below 5MW?  If not, please clarify why.
	

	Q4
	Do you agree that RoCoF protection should be disabled, in cases where settings cannot be changed, for all non-synchronous plant except for DFIG?  
	

	Q5
	Do you support the proposal that all DFIG machines should use RoCoF protection technique set at 1Hzs-1 with a 500ms time delay as loss of mains?
	

	Q6
	Do you agree that all synchronous generation >5MW, should have a RoCoF setting of 1Hzs-1 with a delay of 500ms retrospectively applied?
	

	Q7
	Do you agree that the same approach for asynchronous generation <5MW should be applied to that >5MW in that if the existing protection cannot be reset to RoCoF of 1Hzs-1 with a delay of 500ms, then it should just be disconnected/removed?
	

	Q8
	Do you agree with the workgroup’s proposal that type-tested plant, currently connected to the system, should not be modified?
	

	Q9
	Do you agree that where practicable on existing relays, the overfrequency setting should be changed to the current requirements (and left as-set if the relay cannot accommodate it)?  
	

	Q10
	Do the proposed changes introduce any material risks for distributed generators?  What are these risks?  And have they been or will they be appropriately mitigated?
	

	Q11
	Do the proposed changes impose any additional material risks on the system operator, eg reduced stability margins, reduced reactive capability margins, or difficulty in managing transmission system voltages?  If yes, please highlight these risks.
	

	Q12
	Do the proposed changes impose any additional material risks on distribution network operators, eg stability and security issues safety risks, or any additional investment that might be neither economic nor efficient?  If yes, please highlight these risks.
	

	Q13
	Do the proposed changes adequately protect the interests of all distribution network users?  If not, why do they fail to do so?
	

	Q14
	Are there further technical considerations to be taken into account?  If yes, please highlight these technical considerations.
	

	Q15
	Is there any evidence that Users will be inappropriately or adversely affected by the changes proposed?  If so, please provide details.
	

	Q16
	Do the modifications proposed strike an appropriate balance between the needs of generators, DNOs, transmission licensees, and other interested parties?  If not, why do they fail to do so?
	

	Q17
	Do you agree with the proposed change implementation approach? If not, please explain why it is not appropriate and what other implementation options should be considered.
	

	Q18
	Are there any specific additional actions you would recommend to engage small generators in the process to implement the proposed change?
	

	Q19
	What do you believe are the most important considerations in resourcing implementation of the proposals and in potentially developing new arrangements to do so?  
	

	Q20
	Please provide any other comments you feel are relevant to the proposed change.
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