Station Name: Red Bog
Company Name: SHEPD

Derogation Report Ref: 11-DR-225-B1-Revl

Connection Site/GSP: Strichen
MITS Substations: Peterhead

Part 1: Technical Description of Non Compliance [To be completed by the relevant Transmission Owner.]
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See 2011 Seven Year Statement Figure C.1.3 —
“SHETL Forecast Power Flows at Winter Peak,

2013/14” for network configuration
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Part 2: Expected Consequence of Non -Compliance. [ To be completed by the System Operator, with reference to appropriate Transmission Owner.]

Value of Carbon Benefit (£k),
(including time period over which cost
benefit is calculated).

Summary of proposed System
Operator actions to manage non-
compliance.

To include:

pricing assumptions.

Description of diversity within the
group (not to include reference to
particular projects)

User agreements for services such
as energy management or intertrips.
Contribution of project to wider non
compliance at boundary level.

Estimated range of costs to manage
non compliance (£k). To include time
period over which costs are
assessed.

Description of risk due to network non
compliance.

e.g. constraint increase due to project
delay




