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UNC Workgroup 0533S Minutes

Corrections to Network Entry Provisions in the National Grid
NTS-BBL Interconnection Agreement
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Copies of all papers are available at: http.//www.gasgovernance.co.uk/05633/020415
The Workgroup Report is due to be presented at the UNC Modification Panel by 21 May 2015.

Outline of Modification

LJ introduced the modification and explained that, whilst it does not propose any changes
to the Uniform Network Code because any amendments would be restricted to the
Interconnection Agreement only, it does involves a set of quite technical changes.

Initial Discussion
2.1.

Completion of Workgroup Report
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The Workgroup undertook an onscreen review of the draft Workgroup Report (v0.1),
during which the main discussions points were captured, as follows:

Section 3 — Solution

ML explained that the proposed changes within the table form what is in essence a
tidy up exercise and even though the Gas Entry provisions are linked to Code, these
proposed amendments do not change how parties operate.

LJ pointed out that as it is proposed that the Workgroup Report is completed at
today’s meeting for formal submission to the April Panel, and thereafter out to
consultation, any questions should be raised now.

When asked, ML confirmed that COS (Carbonyl Sulphide) is already defined within
the Interconnection Agreement.

LJ made some onscreen changes in response to a point around the use of the terms
‘sulphur’ and ‘sulphide’.

When asked whether or not the modification would be expected to affect any
sources of gas, RS responded and explained that in short the answer is no, as no
changes are proposed to the existing gas operational and sourcing aspects (i.e. gas
quality etc.).

Section 4 — Relevant Objectives

At the request of NR, relevant objective g) was added to the statement sitting after
the tabletoread as “...... either positive or negative, on relevant objectives (a) to (e)

and (g)’.

When asked, those in attendance approved the Workgroup Report, as amended.

Next Steps

Concluding discussions, LJ explained that the Workgroup Report would now be submitted
to the April Panel with a recommendation that it is issued direct to consultation with a view
to thereafter being considered at the June Panel for a decision.

Any Other Business

None.

Diary Planning

Further details of planned meetings are available at: www.gasgovernance.co.uk/Diary

There are no further meetings of the Workgroup planned at this time.
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