Summary of Responses to Substitution Options Presented at
Substitution Workshop 5.

Responses
Option
A|B|C|D|E]|]F|G]|H I J | Total
1) Draft Methodology 7 717 9 6 5 7 8 N 56
2) Limits on Quantity o)1 1|7 1]10] 8 |11} 8 N 76
3) National Grid Discretion 9 718 |11] 5 5 7 5 N 57
4) Ofgem Discretion 109 |11 11| 5 8§ |11 |11 N 76
5) Simple Economic Test 8 719 718 8 | 8 9 N 64
%ixggiﬁiif‘; Cap /Economicf o b o 1 qq | 7 [an | 8 |11 |11 |ike| v | 79
7) Option Model 8 8 7 713 9 7 7 Y 56
8) Sub-Reserve Prices 8 8 7 9 3 7 6 7 N 55
0) Early Warning System g |11 |11y 91105 |11]09 N 74
10) Two Stage Auction 12111 |11 ] 6 |10] 9 |11 ] 9 |Best| Y 79
11) BGT Proposal 6 |9 ]|10]9 4|9 ]|10]13 Y 70

Reference in above table

Respondent name

Respondent organisation

A - -

B Fraser Ashman WINGAS Storage UK Ltd
C - -

D Angus Paxton Poyry Energy consulting

E Charles Ruffell RWE npower

F David Linden BP

G Roddy Monroe Centrica Storage Ltd

H Chris Wright BGT

I Richard Fairholme E.On UK

J Jeff Chandler Scottish & Southern Energy




