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P157 Assessment 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

	No. of Parties Represented
	

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

	No. of Non Parties Represented
	

	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 / other – please state 
)


	Q
	Question
	Response 1
	Rationale

	1. 
	Do you believe Proposed Modification P157 better facilitates the achievement of the Applicable BSC Objectives?

Please give rationale and state objective(s)
	Yes / No
	

	2. 
	The questions below all refer to the genuine pre-estimate of loss calculation
	
	

	2a
	Do you agree with the calculation of the value of volume of energy that is assumed to be uncertain as put forward in Section 2.1.2.2?
	Yes / No
	

	2b
	Do you consider that the cost of uncertainty as put forward in Section 2.1.2.2 should be included in the genuine pre-estimate of loss calculation?
If so, are any of the methods suggested (A, B, C) relevant or can you state an alternative?
	Yes / No
	

	2c
	Do you agree that central incremental costs should be included in the genuine pre-estimate of loss calculation as put forward in Section 2.1.2.2?
Please state rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	2d
	Is the value of 15% put forward by the VASMG as a reasonable estimate for the increment in central costs appropriate? See Section 2.1.2.2
Please state rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	2e
	Do you agree with the method in which the genuine pre-estimate of loss for SP04 has been calculated? See Section 2.1.2.2
Please state rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	2f
	Do you agree with the method in which the genuine pre-estimate of loss for SP01 and SP02 have been calculated? See Section 2.1.2.2.
Please state rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	3. 
	The questions below all refer to caps
	
	

	3a
	Do you agree with the VASMG’s decision to retain caps in Supplier Charges? See Section 2.1.3.

Please state rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	3b
	Do you agree with the new calculation that will be used to work out each Supplier’s cap in the GSP Group i.e. 1% of Supplier Take in GSP Group * Credit Assessment Price? See Section 2.1.3.

Please state rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	4. 
	The questions below all refer to redistribution
	
	

	4a
	Do you agree with the suggested method of redistribution put forward by the VASMG? See Section 2.1.4.

Please state rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	4b
	Do you agree with VASMG decision to leave the 90/10 rule as it is currently? See Section 2.1.4.

Please state rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	5. 
	Do you agree with the VASMG’s decision to leave the current force majeure provisions in place? See Section 2.1.5.
	Yes / No
	

	6. 
	Do you believe that Supplier Charges and the genuine pre-estimate of loss ought to be reviewed and if so how often?

Please give rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	7. 
	Do you agree with the VASMG’s approach to peer group comparison – that it should be one of the tools available to the PAB to encourage good performance?  See Section 2.2

Please state rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	8. 
	Do you agree with the preferred P157 Implementation Date of Calendar Day July 2005 that is supported by the VASMG even though this is retrospective in nature?

See Section 2.3

Please give rationale.

If you disagree please state preferred alternative and rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	9. 
	Do you consider any of the alternatives suggested by the VASMG should be progressed?

See Section 2.5

Please state rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	10. 
	Do you believe there are any alternative solutions that the Modification Group has not identified and that should be considered?

Please give rationale
	Yes / No
	

	11. 
	Does P157 raise any issues that you believe have not been identified so far and that should be progressed as part of the Assessment Procedure?

Please give rationale
	Yes / No
	


	Parties are encouraged to provide financial information with regards to either the costs or benefits of the Modification Proposal to support the Assessment Procedure.  Where requested this information can be treated as confidential, although all information will be provided to the Authority.


Please send your responses by 17:00 on Friday 21 May 2004 to modification.consultations@elexon.co.uk and please entitle your email ‘P157 Assessment 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. 
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