Views Invited

Respondents to this Consultation Document are invited to comment on any of the issues raised in this consultation document, however responses are requested in particular to the following questions:

1.1 
1.2 Yes
1.3 No

1) Do you believe that Modification Proposal P18A is capable of achieving its stated aims?
1.4 
1.5 

2) Do you agree with the following views/recommendations of the Modification Group set down in Section 7.11 of this document:
1.6 Yes
No

a) An interim workaround solution for Modification P18A is feasible;
1.7 
1.8 

b) Taking a pragmatic approach, and given the urgency of the Modification Proposal, an interim solution based on P18A “CID-definition” 1A should be implemented;
1.9 
1.10 

c) Either “workaround-architecture” option 1a or option 2 should be used to support an initial implementation of “CID-definition” 1a. The choice of “workaround-architecture” to use should be based upon the results of the impact assessments from ELEXON and Logica;
1.11 
1.12 

d) “CID-definition” 1a would be an acceptable enduring solution, and the adoption of more sophisticated options in the longer term should be considered primarily from the practical perspective of systems implementation;
1.13 
1.14 

e) Enduring-architecture option 3 should only be considered if it is identified that it would take not more than 6 months longer than, nor cost £500k more than option 2.
1.15 
1.16 

f) If, based on the above, “enduring-architecture” option 2 is progressed, then “CID-definition” 1A should be adopted as the enduring solution
;
1.17 
1.18 

g) If, based on the above, “enduring-architecture” option 3 is progressed, then “CID-definition” 3 should be adopted as the enduring solution. 
1.19 
1.20 

h) If “CID-definition” 3 is adopted as the enduring solution, with “CID-definition” 1A as the interim solution, no reconciliation based on the “CID-definition” 3 rules should be undertaken for those Settlement Days on which “CID-definition” 1A applied.
1.21 
1.22 

3) Do you agree that the above approach should be taken, except that CID-definition 0 should replace CID-definition 1a for the workaround and enduring solutions?
1.23 
1.24 

4) If you do not agree with the Modification Group’s recommendation on any or all of the above options, what alternative implementation package (if any) which better meets the relevant BSC Objectives would you like to see adopted?
1.25 

5) At what level should the initial value of CID be set?
1.26 

Electronic responses should be sent to: Modifications@elexon.co.uk by 17:00 on 10th July 2001 and responses sent by post should be addressed to Modifications Department, ELEXON, 10th Floor, 338 Euston Road, London NW1 3BP, again to arrive by 17:00 on 10th July 2001. If you have any queries about the issues raised in this consultation paper then please contact Gwilym Rowlands on 0207 380 4373 (e-mail gwilym.rowlands@elexon.co.uk). Responses should be marked “Response to the P18 Modification Consultation 2”.
� This decision may be reviewed if it appears that CID-options 2 can be implemented without significant additional cost or timescales implications (compared to 1a) under enduring architecture 2.





