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P207 Initial 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

	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 / Distributors / other – please state 
)

	Does this response contain confidential information?
	


	Q
	Question
	Response 1
	Rationale

	Please refer to section 4.3 of the consultation document for the Modification Group’s discussions relating to Questions 1 - 8

	1. 
	Do you believe that the REG should be comprised of independent industry experts or Party representatives?

Please give rationale.
	Independent Experts / Party representatives
	

	2. 
	If the REG was comprised of Party representatives, for making decisions on the Risk Evaluation Register, do you believe that there should be one vote per Party or do you believe votes should be based on market shares (or other voting mechanism (please describe))?

Please give rationale.
	One Vote Per Party / market shares / other
	

	3. 
	If the REG was comprised of Party representatives, which of the following types of BSC Signatories do you believe should be represented on the committee?

· All BSC Signatories (BSC)

If , no, which of the following should be represented:

· Licenced Distribution System Operators (LDSOs)

· Interconnector Administrators (IAs)

· Interconnector Error Administrators (IEAs)

· Transmission Company (TC)

· Generator Trading Parties (GTP)

· Interconnector User Trading Parties (IUTP)

· Non-Physical Trading Parties (NPTP)

· Supplier Trading Parties (STP)

· ECVNAs & MVRNAs

Please give rationale.
	All BSC – Yes / No

LDSOS  – Yes / No

IAs – Yes / No

IEAs – Yes / No

TC – Yes / No

GTP – Yes / No

IUTP – Yes / No

NPTP – Yes / No

STP – Yes / No

ECVNAs & MVRNAs – Yes / No
	

	4. 
	Do you believe that the BSC Auditor should sit as a non-voting member of the REG or should be invited to attend the REG as and when the REG determine their assistance is required?

Please give rationale.
	Permanent seat / Invited as required
	

	5. 
	Do you agree that the RAB should be comprised of independent industry experts?

Please give rationale.
	Independent Experts / Participant representatives
	

	6. 
	Do you believe that the REG should have the right to recommend to the Panel that a Modification should be raised in an area relating to Performance Assurance?

Please give rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	7. 
	Do you believe that the RAB should have the right to recommend to the Panel that a Modification should be raised in an area relating to Performance Assurance?

Please give rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	8. 
	Do you agree that the responsibility for Risk Assurance should be operated by a new body called the Risk Assurance Board, as opposed to the Performance Assurance Board (PAB) in its current form or re-named as the RAB?

Please give rationale and if no, please indicated whether the PAB should continue with this function as the PAB, or re-named as the RAB.
	Yes / No


	

	Please refer to section 4.2 of the consultation document for the Modification Group’s discussions relating to Question 9

	9. 
	Do you believe that Performance Assurance of the CVA market should be written into the Code as high risk and therefore requiring the same level of assurance as is currently applied, or do you believe that the risks associated with CVA Assurance should be determine by the REG and the assurance techniques applied determined by the RAB?

Please give rationale. 
	CVA Assurance written into the Code As high risk / CVA Assurance determined by the REG and RAB
	

	Please refer to section 3 of the consultation document for the proposed risk evaluation and risk assessment process and 4.1 of the consultation document for the Modification Group’s discussions relating to Questions 10 - 16

	10. 
	Do you believe that all participants (Parties and Party Agents) should have the right to query their Risk Management Plans with the RAB?

Please give rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	11. 
	Do you agree with the criteria (set out in section 3.2.3 of the consultation document) under which Risk Management Plans can be queried with the RAB?
Please give rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	12. 
	Do you believe Parties should have the right to appeal their Risk Management Plans to the Panel?

Please give rationale.
	Yes/ No 
	

	13. 
	Do you believe Party Agents should have the right to appeal their Risk Management Plans to the Panel via an associated Supplier (i.e. one who shares the ‘risk’ and associated Performance Assurance technique)?

Please give rationale.
	Yes/ No
	

	14. 
	Do you agree with the criteria (set out in section 3.2.4 of the consultation document) under which Parties can appeal their Risk Management Plans to the Panel?

Please give rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	15. 
	Do you believe Parties, and Party Agents via an associated Supplier, should have the right to appeal their Risk Management Plans to the Authority?

Please give rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	16. 
	Do you agree with the criteria (set out in section 3.2.4 of the consultation document) under which Parties can appeal their Risk Management Plans to the Authority?

Please give rationale.
	Yes / No
	

	17. 
	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
	

	18. 
	Are there any further comments on P207 that you wish to make?
	Yes / No
	


	Parties are encouraged to provide financial information with regard 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 12 Noon on Friday 8 December 2006 to modification.consultations@elexon.co.uk and please entitle your email ‘P207 Initial Assessment 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 Katie Wilkinson on 020 7380 4376, email address Katie.Wilkinson@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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