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5. BSC MODIFICATION PROCEDURES: ISSUES REGISTER — 75/014

ELEXON has reviewed its operational experience of the Modifications Process and has produced a
register of issues. The Panel was invited to consider the issues contained in the ELEXON Issues Register
attached to this paper.

ELEXON presented the paper to the Panel for information. A Panel Member commented that the paper
was a good starting point but there was still a lot of work to be done and recommended that the
issues, either individually or as a package, be submitted to a standing Modification Group before any
Modification Proposal be raised. Another Panel Member suggested that the list should include the
ability to vary the Code as in the gas world and the use of standing Modification Groups. ELEXON
noted that as they were all governance issues, it was not within ELEXON or the Panel’s gift to submit
the issues to a standing Modification Group.

A Panel Member noted the importance of being very clear as to what the desired outcome was, given
that a Modification Proposal may result. There was an underlying problem with flagging issues in the
hope that some Party would raise them. He agreed they were all sensible changes and noted that
there should be some mechanism for the Panel to get them onto the table for consideration. ELEXON
noted that one of the suggestions in the paper was an ability for the ISG and SVG to raise Modification
Proposals. This was an ability that the TDC already had, although the TDC operated in closed session.
Another option was to include the table in the Panel’s Annual BSC Report. A Panel Member suggested
that the delegation of the authorisation of Post-Final Settlement Runs should be added to the list for
consideration.

A Panel Member commented it would be useful to define the criteria and progress the work to the
stage that the answer was self-evident and the Modification Proposal could be submitted directly to the
Report Stage. The Chairman noted the importance of due process.

A Panel Member noted his concern about retrospection as it created market uncertainty and queried
whether the issue had been bottomed out. The Chairman explained that there was a general
presumption against the use of retrospection but that each instance was treated on a case by case
basis. The Panel also suggested that the table of issues include the use of standing groups with the
recommendation that they should be used as the standard route to raising non-urgent Modification
Proposals.

ELEXON noted the initiative to iron-out the implementation of contradictory Change Proposals.
The Panel:

O NOTED and CONSIDERED the Modification Process issues contained in the ELEXON Issues
Register.
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