
P427 Digital Meeting Etiquette 

• Welcome to the P427 Workgroup meeting 4

• No video please to conserve bandwidth

• Please stay on mute unless you need to talk – use the Raise hand feature in the Menu bar in Microsoft Teams if you want to speak, or use 

the Meeting chat

• Lots of us are working remotely – be mindful of background noise and connection speeds
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Meeting Objectives & Agenda

Agenda Item Lead

1. Welcome and meeting objectives Douglas Alexander (Chair)

2. Recap of Workgroup meeting 3 George Crabtree (Lead Analyst)

3. Action updates from Workgroup meeting 2 Jason Jackson (Elexon / Proposer)

4. Discussion of updated redlining Jason Jackson

5. Voting Douglas Alexander

6. Next steps George Crabtree

7. AOB & Meeting Close Douglas Alexander

Meeting Objectives

• Recap of Workgroup meeting 3

• Agree and vote on the updated redlining

• Confirm next steps
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WOR KGR OU P 3



Recap of Workgroup Meeting 2 (1 of 2)

• Workgroup Meeting 3 was held on 20 April 2022

• The Workgroup agreed that we should include a caveat that Trading Disputes data should only be published where Elexon is able to 

determine which party is the cause for the fault

• The Workgroup discussed if a PAP would be notified ahead of their data being published to which Elexon confirmed they would

• Elexon presented the drafted redlining which outlined the triggers for when data can be published

• The Workgroup agreed that there should be two thresholds for when data should be published:

• The monetary value impacting one Party; and 

• The monetary value impacting the market as a whole.

• Elexon were asked to endeavour to align the De Minimis threshold for notices to be sent with other processes when determining the best 

values for these single and market-wide impacts.



Recap of Workgroup Meeting 2 (2 of 2)

Voting

• The Workgroup voted that:

• Data should be published both in terms of the aggregated performance across all GSP Groups but also in terms of the Performance in each 

GSP Group

• P427 should not follow the Self-Governance route

• P427 better facilitates the BSC Objectives C and D

• P427 does not impact the European Electricity Balancing Guideline (EBGL) Article 18 terms and conditions held within the BSC

• P427 should be implemented 3 November 2022 as part of the standard November BSC release (subject to redlining)

Actions

• Elexon to confirm whether SVA MOAs can be included within the scope of publishing data

• Elexon to review the thresholds that trigger data being published

• Elexon to circulate the Assessment Procedure Consultation for review

• Elexon to circulate the updated redlining
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C AN  P4 2 7  BE  

APPL IED  TO SVA  

MOAS?



Can we include SVA MOAs within scope of P427?

As requested by the WG we investigated whether the provisions of P427 could be applied to SVA MOAs

We can confirm that since SVA MOAs are outside of the scope of the PAF and are no longer considered as PAPs under the BSC the provisions 

of P427 could not be applied to SVA MOAs

In order to achieve this a corresponding change would need to be raised under the REC, Elexon will discuss this with REC Assurance and note 

the interest expressed by members of the P427 WG
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De Minimis Thresholds

As suggested by the WG Elexon considered how the thresholds for party level and market level impact could be aligned with existing measures 

such as credit cover and the BSC Audit Qualification threshold

Market Wide Impact De Minimis Threshold

Elexon’s proposed values are 0.05% of consumption in the preceding calendar year which is 10% of the BSC Audit Qualification threshold of 

0.5% of the total energy consumption for the preceding calendar year

• This would make the threshold for 2022 approximately £40m (the approximate value of 0.05% of energy consumed in 2021)

Individual Party Impact De Minimis Threshold

Elexon proposes this value should be set at the value above divided by the number of actively Trading Suppliers. 

• This would align with the BSC Audit Qualification threshold and provide what we believe to be a reasonable threshold for individual Party impact 

of approximately £200k
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Redlining to BSC Section Z (1 of 2)
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Redlining to BSC Section Z (2 of 2)
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Redlining to BSCP533 (1 of 5)
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Redlining to BSCP533 (2 of 5)
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Redlining to BSCP533 (3 of 5)
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Redlining to BSCP533 (4 of 5)
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Redlining to BSCP533 (5 of 5)
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Redlining to BSCP538 (1 of 3)
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Redlining to BSCP538 (2 of 3)

06/05/2022 Page 21



Redlining to BSCP538 (3 of 3)
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VOTIN G



Voting

Does the Workgroup agree the draft legal text to the following:

• BSC Section Z

• BSCP533

• BSCP538
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N EXT STEPS



Next Steps

• Consider any actions from this meeting

• Meeting notes to be sent to Workgroup Members

• Assessment Procedure Consultation to be sent round to Workgroup members for review



ANY OTHER 

BUSINESS



THANK YOU

George Crabtree

bsc.change@elexon.co.uk

george.crabtree@elexon.co.uk

10 May 2022


