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Final Recommendation Report (FRR)
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Removal of Section 6.91: Data Query Timelines
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1. Background
This Modification proposed by SEMO was received by the Secretariat on 16 March 2010 and considered at Meeting 27 of the Modifications Committee on 30 March 2010.
2. Purpose of Proposed Modification
2a. Justification for Modification

Removal of different rules for Energy and Capacity Resettlement following an upheld Data Query

A number of provisions were included in the Code and the APs to provide for a sufficient Data Verification Period for Capacity Settlement.  These include carrying out a dedicated Settlement Rerun for changes to Settlement Items regardless of their materiality.  This was included as it was felt that there were not a sufficient number of days between Indicative Capacity Settlement and Initial Capacity Settlement in order to verify the data inputs. However, this is no longer the case and Capacity Settlement and Energy Settlement should be subject to the same rules in this regard.

Removal of obligations to carry out dedicated Settlement Reruns for Low Materiality changes after Final Settlement has taken place

Paragraph 6.91 refers to changes to Settlement Items that arise from the resolution of a Data Query. However, there is a conflict between this paragraph and the timelines for the submission and resolution of a Data Query. These require that the Data Query must be submitted within a very short timeline (at least 3 working days). SEMO then has 10 working days in which to resolve the query. This can be extended up to 20 working days, with the agreement of the submitting Participant. This means that within 23 days of a Data Query being raised, the resolution must be issued. Immediately following this, a materiality assessment will decide if the re-settlement needs to be completed within 1 month, or if it can be left for inclusion in the M+4 run. 

Based on this, SEMO would never be completing a materiality assessment on a Data Query after the M+13 run has been completed. Under the Code, any Data Query not resolved within the mandated timelines automatically becomes a Settlement Dispute.

2b. Impact of not implementing a solution
A provision (clause 6.91) will remain in the Code with which it is not possible for SEMO to comply. In addition, the rules for Energy and Capacity Resettlement following an upheld Data Query will not be aligned.

3. Impact on Code Objectives

This Modification aims to satisfy Code Objective:

1.3.5 to provide transparency in the operation of the Single Electricity Market

4. Development Process
At Meeting 27, the MO Alternate presented the Modification as addressing two aspects of the Data Query process:

· The first change is to align the process for a Data Query of Capacity Payments or Charges with those of a Data Query of Trading Payments and Charges. 

· The second change removes an obligation on SEMO that it is not possible to comply with due to the specific timelines for Data Queries.

5. Assessment of Alternatives
No alternatives assessed.

6. Working Group and/or Consultation

Working Group/Consultation not required.

7. Impact on other Codes/Documents

No impact on other Codes/Documents identified.

8. Impact on Systems and Resources
No impact on Systems or Resources identified.

9. Modifications Committee views
Some Members expressed concern that the proposal may impact on the M+4 and M+13 Settlement Query processes. The MO Alternate addressed these concerns with assurance that the proposed changes affect Data Queries only and that the process for Settlement Queries is both separate and unaffected.

Supplier Members acknowledged the intention of the Modification Proposal as presented by SEMO and agreed to vote on the proposal with the opportunity to express any further concerns in the FRR.

Recommendation

This Modification was ‘Recommended for Approval’ by the Modifications Committee by Unanimous vote as follows:
Iain Wright - Supplier Member



Caitriona Diviney - Generator Alternate

Jill Murray - Supplier Alternate



Grainne O’Shea - Generator Member

Stephen Walsh - Supplier Member


Kevin Hannafin - Generator Member

William Steele - Supplier Member
10. Proposed Legal Drafting

No additional proposed legal drafting.
Legal Review
Complete.

11. Implementation Timescale, Costs and Resources

It is recommended that the Modification be implemented on a Settlement Day basis.

Appendix 1 – Original Proposal

See attachment.
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