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	Respondent information

	Your name
	Stuart Atkins

	Your company
	Wheatley Solutions

	Type of company
	Software development

	Contact details
	Stuart.atkins@wheatleysolutions.co.uk
	01449 781001

	Confidential Y/N
	N



Please:
· Email your response to awgsecretary@elexon.co.uk by 08:00 on 24th May 2021, using the subject line ‘MHHS AWG Consultation Response’.
· Use this Word response form where possible to make it easier for the AWG to identify and summarise views.
· Provide supporting reasons for your answers to help the AWG understand your response.
· Identify clearly which, if any, aspects of your response are confidential. We will not publish any information marked as confidential or share this with the AWG. However, Ofgem will see all responses in full. We encourage you to provide non-confidential responses where possible, to inform the AWG’s discussions.

Email Elexon’s MHHS team at awgsecretary@elexon.co.uk with any questions. More information can be found on the AWG webpage.

	Question 1. Do you agree that the business and non-functional scope as set out is consistent with Ofgem's business case, target operating model development principles, the agreed TOM and subject areas considered by the CCDG?

	Yes

	Rationale: We agree that the business and non-functional scope as set out is consistent with Ofgem's business case, target operating model development principles, the agreed TOM and subject areas considered by the CCDG.



	Question 2. Do you agree that data integration is the appropriate architecture style to realise the MHHS TOM requirements rather than a more process centric architecture such as process automation or centralised business rules processing? If not, why not and what would be the most appropriate architecture style?

	Yes

	Rationale: This style of integration provides the best protection of investment in existing solutions, especially for those agents that will have to communicate information via the platform but have not direct impact on settlement outcomes.



	Question 3. Do you agree that Event Driven Architecture is the most suitable data integration style to realise MHHS and should be taken forward to the next stage of design? If not, why not and what would be the most suitable data integration style to realise MHHS.

	Yes 

	Rationale: EDA provides the broadest range of solutions in integration of existing systems whilst also allowing native integration for purpose built solutions.



	Question 4. Do you agree that a new data integration service is required to satisfy the data volume and frequency requirements mandated by the MHHS TOM? If not, why not?

	Yes

	Rationale: It would not be practical to manage the volume and frequency of data in the ‘to be’ world within the constraints of the as-is architecture, therefore a new data integration service is required.



	Question 5. Do you see any other benefits to industry of having an EDA for data integration available?

	Yes

	Rationale: The EDA provides a generic platform for solutions, encouraging broader inter-party communication and greater scope for future innovation. It also provides a ready platform for adoption of non-electricity communication at some stage in the future.



	Question 6. Do you have any other comments?

	Yes

	Rationale: We feel it is important that the implementation of the proposed architecture should provide a mechanism that allows for the continued use of D flows in order to protect any investment in existing systems, especially for parties that do not directly influence settlement and therefore have little to gain through expensive solution upgrades.
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