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Q3 Solar & Storage Forum | Minutes
14:00 – 16:00, 3 Sept 2026
REA office (York House, Kingsway, London) and via Microsoft Teams
In attendance
	Name
	Organisation

	Matt Parry
	REA

	Steph Greenslade
	REA

	Alessandra De Zottis
	Sonnedix

	Frances Nicholson
	Harmony

	Richard Gow
	ENGIE

	Charles Perry
	Threefold Energy

	Arbaaz Nayeem
	EY

	Tejas Kusurkar
	Off Grid Energy Labs

	Mark Lynch
	Threefold Energy

	Beth King
	TLT

	Dan Skinner
	DeterTech

	Carl Gurney
	DeterTech

	Roman
	Finance

	Online

	Mark Nelson
	Certi-fi

	David Gibbin
	Severn Trent

	Guy Lomax
	Infinis 

	Jordan Nielson
	VoltSmart

	Graham Knight
	Shoosmiths

	Lee Finney
	Severn Trent

	Mark Christensen 
	AtkinsRéalis

	Ella Hyde
	Envar



Agenda
· Introductions
· Policy developments, consultation & news
· Overview from chair
· Alice Etheridge, NESO
· Arbaaz Nayeem, EY
· Dan Skinner, DeterTech & Carl Gurney, Gallagher
· Beth King, TLT
· Richard Gow, ENGIE
Minutes	
Mark Nelson, Flexi-Orb - Battery Safety & Consumer Confidence
· Presented discussion statement (see slides)
· Tejas: Manufacturers Zn 6-16 hour batteries, have shipped & installed batteries at 0 volts, then ramped up voltage. Regarding large scale utility projects, these type of safer chemistries might come into picture as industry moves – keen to discuss with Mark/Fran offline
· Mark: retail level - customers lost warranty, current pilot to provide backstop. How can we make sector safer in future – particularly regarding cybersecurity – need to be able to switch off remotely
· Ian Waller: Industry developed training and competence profile for gas boiler/cooker installation. Potential for REA & REAL to implement competent person scheme, so battery commissioning is undertaken by certified installer.
· Mark: would gravitate to UKAS accredited scheme. Not sure how much appetite there would be as currently ‘wild west’ in commercial sector
· Beth King: works on lots of co-located assets. During project consent, BESS fire safety rarely comes at issue during examination and rarely given negative weight. Beacon Fen Energy Park first solar DCO (Development Consent Order) with highest BESS storage component (400MW solar with 600MW battery) – able to argue BESS as subordinate asset
· Carl Gurney: utility scale – insurers comfortable with safety profile, rates for BESS halved over last 12 months. Domestic needs more attention. Cyber – many conversations ongoing, how many connected into system? connected to main frame? Cyber resilience bill coming into the UK, adopting these two regulations from the EU, which will prohibit people being able to pay a ransom in the event of an attack. Also means that potentially if you're connected to the grid, you're going to fall under that umbrella. Risk management of cyber is really critical especially if we're going to be monitoring people's homes, that probably becomes even more to the focus
· Jordan Nielsen: example – paid manufacturer SLA to look after client, manufacturer liquidated, had to argue with insolvency practitioner about aftercare for customer
· Mark: just started pilot for battery manufacturers to provide ongoing manufacturer warranty protection, cyber protection and software continuity in the event a manufacturer goes bust
Alice Etheridge, Francisco Celis Andrade & Rajdeep Bains NESO - SSEP
Presented overview of SSEP framework, interaction with CSNP & RESPs, and projected roadmap.
6 Pathways submitted to Energy Secretary, final pathway published Autumn 2027
RNP – reforming electricity market design
Focused on challenge to introduce stronger locational investment signals. SSEP sits at heart. How can we design investment levers to enable SSEP implementation and send right signals for efficient siting?
SSEP Levers
1. Connections - Connection Capacity Thresholds (CCTs) limit volume
2. Charging – provides locational price signals (e.g. TNUoS) to increase/decrease location attractiveness based on constraints
3. Subsidy Schemes – channel revenue to support (CfDs, CM, LDES, RAB) – help determine which projects reach FID
RESPs
11 regions (1 for Scotland & Wales, 9 for England), plans developed with local input
5 RESP components: 
· nations/region context (regional priorities built with local stakeholders)
· pathways (short to long term view of energy needs & how future NZ evolves)
· consistent planning assumptions (shared set of assumptions across tech to enable continued assessment to estimate supply/demand impacts)
· strategic investment need (where proactive investment required, aligned with regional priorities)
· spatial context (map of energy pathways and where investment required across electricity, gas and hydrogen – enhance coordination across energy)
Each region to establish strategic boards supported by local government WG & thematic WG
Qs
Alessandra: How does SSEP fit with wider grid connection reform? 
· Currently connection reform linked to CP2030, once SSEP in place the connections reform will align with SSEP.
Richard Gow: Will industry get to view/scrutinise rejected pathways? Do different pathways sensitive to different decisions on locational signals (ie does one have limited CCT threshold/another place greater reliance on charges or are they agnostic to locational signals)
· Unsure. Government dependant
· SSEP developed on market agnostic basis. Government responsible to decide levers to implement. 
Arbaaz Nayeem, EY - PPAs
· Market price trending upwards post Iran war. Prior this, base load power trading between high 60 – 70s, whereas now close to 100 (unseen since Ukraine war). However this is perceived as short term price shock.
· Key narrative for generators: short term access to market is good, but long-term pricing retains downward trajectory. Therefore from corporate perspective, still transacting for PPAs and long-term price certainty
· 2022: could extract £10 premium for being renewable, but not anymore – its only a ‘nice narrative’. 
· Consequently, narrative shifted: CfD sets ceiling, not floor, for PPA 

· Price uncertainty only expressed until 2027. 2028 onwards is normalising to mid60s-70s/MWh
· Key narrative: historically, high market prices causes generators to use this as baseline for forward 10-15 yr PPA. Now, corporates transacting on long-term PPAs looking at an entity/counterparty that can take that can blend current high near-term values across the entire 10–15 year duration
· Therefore generators
·  with access to trading desk: lock in high near-term prices now,  blend them across the 10–15 year curve, and structure competitive deals for corporate buyers.
· Without access:  rely on CfD for revenue certainty

· Top Bottom Spread Index (TBX) - measures intraday price volatility (financial gap between cheapest charging and most expensive discharging hours)
· X = duration of hours evaluated. Ie, a TB2 index calculates the spread between the 2 cheapest hours (when energy is bought/charged) and the 2 most expensive hours (when energy is sold/discharged) in the day-ahead market
· As battery asset owner you can:
· Offer a TBX swap - agreed price with offtaker
· If the spread > agreed price, battery owner pays excess spread to buyer
· If spread < agreed price, battery owner paid difference (up to agreed price)
· Fixed revenue certainty in £/MWy (corporate pays annual fee and receives all of the spread back = price volatility sits with corporate) 

· BESS Swap mechanism - corporate buys traditional vPPA from generator and a TBx spread swap from a battery asset. As solar generation increases and market prices drop, battery spread widens ;such that corporate has natural hedge against cheap solar hours without disturbing underlying PPA structure
· UK market emerging – corporate still lean towards simple baseload structure but TBx products beginning to enter. (Germany most advanced)
Qs
Richard: views on proposed WCfD impact on liquidity in PPA market?
· Arbaaz pro-market approach. Non commodity costs are problem, not market, so WCfD will add more noise. 
Richard: concerned that the more generation on CfD, on a windy, sunny day consumers pay more on electricity v still, cloudy day – not good optics. Thinks there needs to be some level of reform to the CFD to try and prevent that
· Alessandra: Reform to CfD – will this impact PPA market? And how will TBx Swap account for curtailment?
· Still gov backed contract - regardless of balancing obligations the government may push on a generator through CfD reform - so will be paid for by household. PPAs continue to operate in parallel 
· TBx Ignores curtailment entirely because it is a purely financial derivative not a physical power contract
· Mark Christiansen: Re how we get savings to the public and keep credibility as a renewable sector - how would this work in this context of ongoing WCfD consultation?
· On battery swaps, WCFDs wouldn't really impact it because WCFDs are old assets continuing with contracted revenue from government, no corporate involved
· Currently seeing that developers with trading desks aren’t waiting for government WCfD rollout. They take existing, operational de-risked renewable assets into corporate PPAs (eg Baseload or Pay-as-Produced swaps). Built asset bypasses ‘new build’ premiums. 
Dan Skinner, DeterTech & Carl Gurney, Gallagher – Renewable Asset Crime
· Crime on renewable energy sites at all time high costing £250mil/yr
· Detertech working with Galagher (largest renewable insurer)
· Utilising SmartWater at sites to mark criminals, providing rapid response towers to deter criminals and accelerate police response.
· Theft & downtime (how quickly able to get back to power generation) major concern for insurers
· Throughout product lifecycle, security should be designed in
· Provide confidence risk is being actively managed/prevented
· Connection between physical and insurance protection
Beth King, TLT – Planning & Consenting Challenges
· Main issue: grid capacity constraints and grid connection uncertainty
· Asset infrastructure ready to connect but don’t know when 
· Consenting dilemma: 
· Developer needs planning consent to support connection access
· Grid connection needed to get planning consent
· EIA issues:
· Decision-makers (SoS) need sufficient environment information before grant consent
· Applicants cant assess unknown infrastructure
· Examples demonstrate nervousness for developers – learning from case studies, grid connection & asset must be treated together for EIA
· Example: Raeshaw Farms Judgement (Feb 26)
· Developer submitted planning application for turbines, permission granted but then challenged on whether permission had been lawfully granted given grid connection had not been included in EIA
· Central issue: had developer considered environmental effects properly?  
· England policy position
· Policy framework anticipates and permits separate consenting of generation and network infrastructure
· Solar TCPA (Town and Country Planning) projects are being consented separately
· Solar NSIPs being held back – larger schemes, take larger financial risks to progress with project without grid connection in place. Afraid of risk = projects cancelled early.
· Scotland policy position
· Mixed, EIA regs facilitate multi-stage decision-making (unlike England). Recognises practical reality that environmental assessments for connection are difficult until 
· Mechanism for approval of EIA, acknowledging environmental assessment of network at later stage
· Developers need a clear and legally defensible strategy for project definition and EIA if grid connection is uncertain
· Future for developers will likely involve increasingly multi-stage EIA assessments. 
Richard Gow, ENGIE – Storage Behind Constraints 
Gave overview of RRT
To save BM costs, NESO looking to develop 2 short term options whilst long term resolution developed
Two Options:
Option 3A: storage reprioritised in BM merit order so dispatched last, even if storage action cheaper than generation. Means storage cant charge/discharge when network constrained, until all other assets dispatched in BM.
Option 3AA: very similar to 3A - exporting storage last in merit order, but still allow storage assets to charge. Not NESO’s preferred option. Don’t think control room can implement due to process-changes
Richard: Wants industry led response to ask for NESO to rethink approach. Significant financial impact & highly detrimental to battery assets in region as removing significant financial revenue stream. Primary concern: no CBA published on option 3A & 3AA so if BESS unable to assist, then potentially higher curtailment costs. Also thinks discriminatory to storage which is counter to NESO’s licence obligations (shouldn’t discriminate against technologies in BM designs) & highly damaging to investor confidence in battery sector. Sets worrying regulatory precedent that rules can change after investment decisions made. Recommend NESO undertake official consultation outline scale of impact, with evidence, include CBA for overall financial impact/saving for each option.
It was noted that other options are already available to them ie Option 4B
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