MDR#[image: image1.jpg]A0 ON





Page 1 of 2
P79 – First Consultation Document

P79 Consultation

Parties and other interested parties are invited to respond to this consultation expressing their views with respect to the matters contained within this document.  In particular views are sought in respect of the following questions.  Respondents are invited to supply the rationale for their responses

Respondent:


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


Question
Response Yes/No

Q1
Modification Proposal P79 seeks to amend the rules for calculating default prices to ensure that:

· A Bid or Offer won’t set the default price unless it has some available volume; and

· Default prices include the Price Adjustment element of Balancing Services Adjustment Data (BSAD), in the same way as non-default prices.

In principle (and to the extent that you’re able to express a view in the absence of any assessment of implementation costs), do you agree that this change would better facilitate the Applicable BSC Objectives?


Rationale:



Q2
The PIMG has investigated how to determine whether a Bid or Offer should be regarded as having available volume for the purposes of Modification Proposal P79, and is proposing that:

· An Offer will be regarded as having available volume (and hence potentially eligible to set the default SBP value) if:

1. The MWh value of FPN (plus the total MWh volume of any Offers with lower positive Bid-Offer Pair Numbers) is less than the MWh volume of MEL (as explained in section 5.1 of this document); and

2. The accepted volume QAOnij is zero (as explained in section 5.2 of this document).

· A Bid will be regarded as having available volume (and hence potentially eligible to set the default SSP value) if:

1. The MWh value of FPN (plus the total MWh volume of any Bids with higher negative Bid-Offer Pair Numbers) is more than the MWh volume of MIL (as explained in section 5.1 of this document); and

2. The accepted volume QABnij is zero (as explained in section 5.2 of this document).

Do you agree that this is the most appropriate interpretation of Modification Proposal P79?  If not, what interpretation would you prefer, and why?


Rationale:



Q3
Do you believe that there are any alternative Modifications that the Modification Group should consider during the Assessment Procedure, should the Panel decide to submit the Modification to the Assessment Procedure?


Rationale:



Q4
Does the Modification Proposal raise any issues that you believe have not been identified so far and that should be progressed as part of any Assessment Procedure for this Modification?


Please state what the issues are:



Q5
Do you have any further comments on Modification Proposal P79?


Please state your comments



Please send your responses by 17:00 Monday 24 June 2002 to Modifications@elexon.co.uk
Please entitle your email ‘P79 Definition Consultation’

Any queries on the content of the consultation pro-forma should be addressed to John Lucas (020 7380 4345), email address: john.lucas@elexon.co.uk.
















































