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P157 Definition Consultation QUestions

BSC 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

	No. of BSC Parties Represented
	

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

	No. of Non BSC Parties Represented
	

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

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


	Q
	Question
	Response 1
	Rationale

	1. 
	Do you support the principle of P157 that the current Supplier Charges Rules in their entirety are not appropriate or effective as a corrective technique?

Please give rationale

(Please note that this does not mean all aspects of the current Supplier Charges rules are inappropriate or ineffective)
	Yes / No
	

	2. 
	The questions below all refer to a Supplier Charge type mechanism see section 2.2.
	
	

	2a
	How should the funds acquired from Supplier Charge invoicing be treated?

i) Redistribution (as currently)
ii) Amended redistribution so those who have performed badly do not receive, or receive less, funds.
iii) Cover cost of PAF.
iv) Central account get back when perform well

v) Other?

Please give rationale
	a / b / c / d /e
delete as appropriate
	

	2b
	Is the current capping approach suitable? 

If not please state whether in your opinion should capping be removed?
Please give rationale
	Yes / No
	

	2c
	Which of these should a new Supplier Charges technique utilise?
i) Delivery of Routine Performance Reports (Serial SP01)

ii) Delivery of Routine Performance Logs (Serial SP02)

iii) Installation of HH Metering in 100kW premises (Serial SP04)

iv) NHH Energy and MSIDs on AAs (Serial SP08a)

v) 100kW HH Energy and MSIDs on Actuals (Serial SP08b)

vi) Non-100kW HH Energy and MSIDs on Actuals (Serial SP08c)
vii) Other performance measure (for example based on issues that led to audit qualification)?

Please give rationale
	a / b / c / d / e / f 
delete as appropriate
	

	2d
	Should a provision catering for circumstances of force-majeure be included?
Please give rationale and state how this could be done
	Yes / No
	

	3. 
	The questions below all refer to a GSPGCF type mechanism see section 2.3.
	
	

	3a
	Do you support the Group’s initial recommendation that the GSPGCF options should not be progressed?
i) Applying greater proportion of Group Correction energy to EAC vs. AA
ii) Adding volume directly to EACs
Please give rationale
	Yes / No
	

	4. 
	The questions below all refer to a Naming type mechanism see section 2.4. 

Note this will be used as an additional technique
	
	

	4a
	Do you support the Group’s initial recommendation that peer group comparison option should be progressed rather than the naming by exception option?
Please give rationale
	Yes / No
	

	4b
	Do you support the Group’s approach regarding what would be published?
A table split by NHH and HH Suppliers with proportion of EAC/estimated versus AA/actual data entered into Settlement at RF and R1 respectively.
	Yes / No
	

	4c
	Is there any other data you would like to see published? 

If so please state and give rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	5. 
	The questions below all refer to another mechanism see section 2.5a i.e. not allowing corrections after RF.
	
	

	5a
	Do you consider this approach to be a suitable corrective technique?

Please give rationale
	Yes / No
	

	6. 
	The questions below all refer to Implementation Date decision see section 2.6.
	
	

	6a
	Do you agree that the Implementation Date should be arranged so as to prevent a ‘run-off’ of the current Supplier Charges rules?
Please give rationale
	Yes / No
	

	7. 
	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 P157 to the Assessment Procedure?

Please give issues and rationale
	Yes / No
	

	8. 
	Are there any alternatives that you believe should be assessed during the Assessment Procedure?

Please give rationale
	Yes/No
	

	9. 
	Are there any further comments on P157 that you wish to make?
	Yes / No
	


Please send your responses by 10:00 on Monday 16 February 2004 to Modifications@elexon.co.uk and please entitle your email ‘P157 Definition 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 Dena Harris on 020 7380 4364, email address dena.harris@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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