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 Standing Issue: Impact Assessment Form
	Change Proposal Circular (CPC) 00691


	To 
	
	BSC Change Administrators (BCAs) and Party Agent Change Administrators (PACAs)

	From 
	
	ELEXON Change Management

	Date
	
	1 December 2010

	Purpose
	
	This is a request for you to impact assess Standing Issue 39

	Response requested
	
	Please send your response entitled ‘Issue 39 Impact Assessment’ to modifications@elexon.co.uk by 12pm on 5 January 2011

	Summary of Issue 39
	
	Issue 39 has been raised to consider and develop options for the processing of unrecorded units identified by Revenue Protection Services

	Likely Impacts
	
	Suppliers, Data Collectors, LDSOs

Depending on solution option: NHHDA, SVAA, BSCCo/ DCUSA/MRASCo/ National Revenue Protection Service


Response Form
The Issue 39 Group invites you to respond to this impact assessment to help them understand the impact of the solutions being considered under Issue 39.
You are asked to provide financial information, where possible, showing the costs or benefits of each solution option to your business. The Group will use this information to help them consider Issue 39. We will treat information as confidential if requested.
Your Details 

	Respondent:
	
	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Your name

	Company name:
	
	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Your company name 

	Number of BSC Parties 
represented
	
	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Please give the total number of BSC Parties on whose 
 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc behalf you are responding (including your own 
 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc organisation if relevant) 

	Names of BSC Parties represented
	
	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Please list the names of all BSC Parties on whose behalf) 
 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc you are responding (including the name of your own 

 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc organisation if relevant) 

	Number of non-Parties 
represented
	
	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Please give the total number of non-Parties (e.g. Party 

 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Agents, consultancies) on whose behalf you are 

 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc responding (including your own organisation if relevant) 

	Names of non-Parties represented
	
	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Please list the names of all non-Parties on whose behalf 

 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc you are responding (including the name of your own 

 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc organisation if relevant) 

	Role of Parties/non-Parties represented
	
	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Please state the industry role of the Parties/non-Parties 

 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc on whose behalf you are responding (including the role 

 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc of your own organisation if relevant) – e.g. Supplier/

 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Generator/Trader/Consolidator/Exemptable Generator/BSC Agent/Party Agent/Distributor/  MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc other – please state 

	Does this response contain confidential information?
	
	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc If yes, then please clearly show which information 

 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc is confidential. 
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Impact Assessment Questions
Please use the attached document – Draft Solution to Identify Impacts – when considering the questions below.
	Question 1
	Response

	Would Option 1 impact your organisation?

If so please describe the impacts, costs and required implementation timescales (from the point of approval).
	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Yes/No

	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Insert answer here


	Question 2
	Response

	Do you agree that a manual interface (e.g. monthly spreadsheets sent by email) is appropriate for Suppliers to send Revenue Protection adjustments to NHHDCs, given the likely volume of data?
	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Yes/No

	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Insert answer here


	Question 3
	Response

	Do you agree that a requirement on Suppliers to process all agreed Revenue Protection adjustments, together with a process under the governance of the DCUSA for agreeing these adjustments, will be sufficient to ensure that all agreed units are accounted for? If not, what additional steps can be taken to ensure that all Revenue Protection adjustments are accounted for?
	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Yes/No

	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Insert answer here


	Question 4

	In what proportion of Revenue Protection incidents does the period between the date theft is deemed to have started and the date unrecorded units have been estimated and agreed exceed 14 months? 

NB: quantitative data would be appreciated if available, but estimates and qualitative assessments would also be useful.

	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Insert answer here


	Question 5
	Response

	Would Option 2 impact your organisation?

If so please describe the impacts, costs and required implementation timescales (from the point of approval).
	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Yes/No

	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Insert answer here


	Question 6
	Response

	Do you agree that the incidence of theft for Half Hourly Metering Systems is too low to warrant significant changes to the Half Hourly processes?  
	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Yes/No

	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Insert answer here


	Question 7
	Response

	Would Option 3 impact your organisation?  If so please describe the impacts, costs and required implementation timescales (from the point of approval).
	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Yes/No

	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Insert answer here


	Question 8
	Response

	Under Option 3 would you favour a centrally administered scheme for reporting Revenue Protection adjustments or multilateral reporting between Suppliers and LDSOs under the governance of the DCUSA?

Please provide details of the relative costs and benefits of these two sub-options.
	Central/ Multilateral

	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Insert answer here


	Question 9

	Under a central administered scheme:

· Who do you believe should perform this role (subject, of course, to their willingness to do so) - National Revenue Protection Service; BSCCo; the DCUSA; MRASCo; or another organisation (please specify)?

· How do you believe such a scheme should be funded?

	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Insert answer here


	Question 10

	Approximately what proportion of detected theft would you estimate to be ‘theft in conveyance’, i.e. theft that cannot be directly allocated to a Metering System (and hence a Supplier)?

	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Insert answer here


	Question 11
	Response

	Should units taken prior to the registration of a Supplier for a new connection be included within the scope of reporting under Option 3?

If so, how should these units to fed into the reporting process, given that they are not usually identified by Revenue Protection Services?
	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Yes/No

	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Insert answer here


	Question 12

	Of the factors listed in the table are there any that you believe the Group should give particular weight to? (or, conversely, which you believe are not important)

What is your preferred solution option, if any?

Are there any other solution options you believe the Group should consider?

	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Insert answer here


	Question 13

	Any further comments on Issue 39?

	 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Insert answer here


Further Information

To help us process your response, please:

· Email your completed response form to modifications@elexon.co.uk
· Use the following text in the subject line of your email:  ‘Issue 39 Impact Assessment’
· Include a phone number in your covering email, so that we can contact you if we have any questions

· Respond by 12pm on 5 January 2010 (Issue Group may not be able to consider late responses)

The Issue 39 Group will consider your response at their next meeting. When the Group have completed their consideration of Issue 39 a report will be produced and presented to the Panel.

��
�
Your response�
�
We invite you to respond  to the questions in this form.�
�
��
�
How to return your response�
�
Please send you response, entitled 


‘Issue 39 Impact Assessment’, to �HYPERLINK "mailto:modifications@elexon.co.uk"��modifications@ elexon.co.uk�


by 12pm on


5 January 2011�
�
























��
�
Any questions?�
�
If you have any queries on the content of the Impact Assessment response form, please contact � MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Insert name here� on


020 7380 4366 or


�HYPERLINK "mailto:dean.riddell@elexon.co.uk"��dean.riddell@ elexon.co.uk� �
�
� INCLUDEPICTURE "http://intranet/staff_directory/photoView.asp?PhotoID=560" \* MERGEFORMATINET ����
�
�
�
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