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P216 Definition Procedure Consultation QUestions

BSC Parties (“Parties”) and other interested parties are invited to respond to this consultation expressing their views or provide any further evidence on any of the matters contained within this document.  In particular views are sought in respect of the following questions. Parties are invited to supply the rationale for their responses.

	Respondent:
	Name

	Company Name:
	

	No. of BSC Parties Represented
	

	Parties Represented
	Please list all BSC Party names of Parties responding on behalf of (including the respondent company if relevant).

	No. of Non BSC Parties Represented (e.g. Agents)
	

	Non Parties represented
	Please list all non Parties responding on behalf of (including the respondent company if relevant).

	Role of Respondent
	(Supplier/Generator/ Trader / Consolidator / Exemptable Generator / BSC Agent / Party Agent / Distributor / other – please state 
)

	Does this response contain confidential information?
	


	Q
	Question
	Response 1

 DOCPROPERTY  HyperlinkBase  \* MERGEFORMAT 
	Rationale

	1. 
	Do you have a view on the perceived defect, with regard to either the transparency of Line Loss Factor (LLF) calculations or the materiality of inaccurate LLFs which P216 seeks to address?

Please give rationale
	Yes / No
	

	2. 
	What do you believe LLFs currently represent? For example the technical losses associated with a site, a representation of the total losses apportioned to that site, or another definition.
Please give rationale
	-
	

	3. 
	What do you believe LLFs should represent?

Please give rationale
	-
	

	4. 
	Do you believe that P216 requires any further definition? If so in which area?
Please give rationale
	Yes / No
	

	5. 
	Do you support the principle of P216 that because LLFs are primarily used within the BSC for settlement purposes, the LLF methodologies should sit under the BSC?

Please give rationale
	Yes / No
	

	6. 
	Do you believe that a solution which requires a common LLF methodology across all GSP Groups should be considered as part of the Assessment Procedure for P216?
Please give rationale
	Yes / No
	

	7. 
	If yes to question 6, how do you believe the change over from the existing multiple methodologies to one methodology should be achieved (e.g. phased in over time, or on a particular change over date)?
	-
	

	8. 
	Do you have any suggestions on how the impact of inaccurate LLFs (on Settlement and Parties) can be determined during the Assessment Procedure?

Please state suggestion and rationale
	Yes / No
	

	9. 
	Are there any issues not identified in this report that you believe should be considered during the Assessment Procedure, should the Panel agree to submit P216 to the Assessment Procedure?

Please give issues and rationale
	Yes / No
	

	10. 
	Are there any further comments on P216 that you wish to make?
	Yes / No
	


Please send your responses by 5pm on Tuesday 18 September 2007 to modification.consultations@elexon.co.uk and please entitle your email ‘P216 Definition Procedure Consultation’. Please note that any responses received after the deadline may not receive due consideration by the Modification Group.

Any queries on the content of the consultation pro-forma should be addressed to David Jones on 020 7380 4213, email address david.jones@elexon.co.uk. 

� Delete as appropriate – please do not use strikeout, this is to make it easier to analyse the responses
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