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Overview

This consultation is part of the Profiling and Settlement Review. It is part of a project to ensure accurate Settlement of any loads (and/or time of use registers) that are dynamically switched by smart or advanced Meters.

BSC Parties and other interested parties are invited to respond to this consultation using this response template. 
Responses should be returned to bsc.admin@elexon.co.uk by 5.00pm on Friday 27 June 2014.
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 

 MACROBUTTON  AcceptAllChangesInDoc Generator/BSC Agent/Party Agent/Distributors/  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. 


	Question 1.  What are the key opportunities and risks of moving from the RTS arrangements to the smart arrangements?
Please provide rationale and any additional comments.

	

	Question 2. For Suppliers: 

What are your plans, including indicative timescales, for rolling-out smart Meters to Profile Class 2 and 4 customers (with particular regard to replicating or changing the current SSC)? 

If you have been unable to plan, what does your planning depend on?
Please provide rationale and any additional comments.

	

	Question 3.  Do you agree with the conclusion of the ‘Future Changes’ section?   

Please provide details of how any solutions for transitioning the current RTS Metering Systems to smart metering could take into account these future changes. 

Do any new arrangements for notifying dynamic switch times need to be in place for the start of the mass roll-out of smart metering, scheduled for late 2015?
Please provide rationale and any additional comments.

	

	Question 4.  Do you agree that no changes are needed to the BSC or Code Subsidiary Documents (CSDs) to accommodate static/semi-static switching using DCC-serviced smart Meters? 
Please provide rationale and any additional comments.

	

	Question 5.  If the maximum ‘Randomised Offset Limit’ of 1799 seconds is used for network management and system / energy balancing purposes, would this present an excessive risk to Settlement accuracy, given the inaccuracies already inherent in profiling and the existing ‘drift’ inherent in switch times where load is switched by time-switches?
Please provide rationale and any additional comments.

	

	Question 6.  Do you agree with the relative merits/drawbacks of the four short-to-medium term options described in ‘Options for change’ Section 4?
Please provide rationale and any additional comments.

	

	Question 7.  What is your preferred option and why?
Please provide rationale and any additional comments.

	

	Question 8.  Are there any other options that we should consider?
Please provide rationale and any additional comments.

	

	Question 9.  Do you agree that Suppliers should be responsible for notifying switch times?
Please provide rationale and any additional comments 

	

	Question 10.  How should switch times be notified? 

Is the Data Transfer Service appropriate for multiple notifications in short timescales? 

If not, what other communication methods should be considered?
Please provide rationale and any additional comments 

	

	Question 11.  Should the Supplier (or notification agent) provide daily switch times or only notify switch times by exception?
Please provide rationale and any additional comments 

	

	Question 12.  Do you agree that notifying intended switch times by Suppliers would be more practical and cost-effective than interpreting individual commands to/responses from smart Meters? 

Please describe any alternative methods of collating switch times.
Please provide rationale and any additional comments
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