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1 Purpose of this document

1.1 PURPOSE AND STRUCTURE OF THIS DOCUMENT
1.1.1 This supplementary document provides a template for responses to the consultation document on implementing a new High Level Design (‘HLD’) for the Integrated Single Electricity Market (I-SEM) in Ireland by the end of 2016.  We request all responses to the consultation are submitted in this template, and in Microsoft Word format.
1.1.2 This template contains the questions presented in the consultation document.
1.1.3 Responses to the Consultation Paper are requested by 17.00 4th April 2014. Following a review of the responses to this paper the SEM Committee will publish its draft decision on the proposals set out in this paper in June 2014. 

1.1.4 Responses should be sent to Jean-Pierre Miura (JeanPierre.Miura@uregni.gov.uk) and Philip Newsome (pnewsome@cer.ie).  Please note that the SEM Committee intends to publish all responses unless marked confidential
.

Jean-Pierre Miura



Philip Newsome 

Utility Regulator 



Commission for Energy Regulation 

Queens House 




The Exchange 

14 Queen Street 



Belgard Square North 

Belfast 





Tallaght 

BT1 6ED 




Dublin 24 

2 Consultation Questions

2.1 RESPONDENT DETAILS
	COMPANY
	

	CONTACT DETAILS
	

	MAIN INTEREST IN CONSULTATION
	


2.2 GENERAL COMMENTS

2.3 PURPOSE OF THE DOCUMENT (SECTION 1)
	Question
	Answer

	1. Which option for energy trading arrangements would be your preferred choice for the I-SEM market, and why?
	

	2. Is there a requirement for a CRM in the revised HLD, and why?
	

	3. If there is a requirement for a CRM in the revised HLD, what form would be your preferred choice for the I-SEM, and why?
	


2.4 TOPICS FOR THE HIGH LEVEL DESIGN OF ENERGY TRADING ARRANGEMENTS (SECTION 4)
	Question
	Answer

	4. Are these the most important topics to consider in the description of the HLD for the revised energy trading arrangements for the single electricity market on the island of Ireland?
	

	5. Are there other aspects of the European Internal Electricity Market that should form part of the process of the High Level Design of energy trading arrangements in the I-SEM?
	


2.5 SUMMARY OF THE OPTIONS FOR ENERGY TRADING ARRANGEMENTS (SECTION 5)

	Question
	Answer

	6. What evidence can you provide for the assessment of the HLD options with respect to security of supply, efficiency, and adaptability?
	


2.6 ADAPTED DECENTRALISED MARKET (SECTION 6)
	Question
	Answer

	7. Are there any changes you would suggest to make the Adapted Decentralised Market more effective for the I-SEM (for instance, a different choice for one or more of the topics or a different topic altogether)?
	

	8. Do you agree with the qualitative assessment of the Adapted Decentralised Market against the HLD criteria?  If not, what changes to the assessment would you suggest (including the relative strengths and weaknesses of an option)?
	

	9. How does the Adapted Decentralised Market measure against the SEM Committee’s primary duty to protect the long and short term interests of consumers on the island of Ireland?
	


2.7 MANDATORY EX-POST POOL FOR NET VOLUMES (SECTION 7)

	Question
	Answer

	10. Are there any changes you would suggest to make the Mandatory Ex-post Pool for Net Volumes more effective for the I-SEM (for instance, a different choice for one or more of the topics or a different topic altogether)?
	

	11. Do you agree with the qualitative assessment of Mandatory Ex-post Pool for Net Volumes against the HLD criteria?  If not, what changes to the assessment would you suggest (including the relative strengths and weaknesses of an option)?
	

	12. How does the Mandatory Ex-post Pool for Net Volumes measure against the SEM Committee’s primary duty to protect the long and short term interests of consumers on the island of Ireland?
	


2.8 MANDATORY CENTRALISED MARKET (SECTION 8)

	Question
	Answer

	13. Are there any changes you would suggest to make the Mandatory Centralised Market more effective for the I-SEM (for instance, a different choice for one or more of the topics or a different topic altogether)?
	

	14. Do you agree with the qualitative assessment of Mandatory Centralised Market against the HLD criteria?  If not, what changes to the assessment would you suggest (including the relative strengths and weaknesses of an option)?
	

	15. How does the Mandatory Centralised Market measure against the SEM Committee’s primary duty to protect the long and short term interests of consumers on the island of Ireland?
	


2.9 GROSS POOL – NET SETTLEMENT MARKET (SECTION 9)

	Question
	Answer

	16. Are there any changes you would suggest to make the Gross Pool – Net Settlement Market more effective for the all I-SEM (for instance, a different choice for one or more of the topics or a different topic altogether)?
	

	17. Do you agree with the qualitative assessment of Gross Pool – Net Settlement Market against the HLD criteria?  If not, what changes to the assessment would you suggest (including the relative strengths and weaknesses of an option)?
	

	18. How does the Gross Pool – Net Settlement Market measure against the SEM Committee’s primary duty to protect the long and short term interests of consumers on the island of Ireland?
	


2.10 CAPACITY REMUNERATION MECHANISMS (CHAPTER 10)

	Question
	Answer

	19. What are the rationales for and against the continuation of some form of CRM as part of the revised trading arrangements for the I- SEM?
	

	20. Are these the most important topics for describing the high level design of any future CRM for the I-SEM?
	


2.11 STRATEGIC RESERVE (CHAPTER 10.7)

	Question
	Answer

	21. Are there any changes you would suggest to make the design of a Strategic Reserve mechanism more effective for the I-SEM (for instance a different choice for one or more of the topic?)
	

	22. Do you agree with the initial assessment of the strengths and weaknesses of a Strategic Reserve Mechanism?  If not, what changes to the assessment would you suggest (including the strengths and weaknesses of an option relative to the others)?
	

	23. Would a Strategic Reserve Mechanism work or fit more effectively with a particular option for the energy trading arrangements. If so, which one and why?
	


2.12 LONG-TERM PRICE-BASED CRM (CHAPTER 10.9)
	Question
	Answer

	24. Are there any changes you would suggest to make the design of a Long-term price-based CRM effective for the I-SEM (for instance a different choice for one or more of the topic?)
	

	25. Do you agree with the initial assessment of the strengths and weaknesses of a Long-term price-based CRM?  If not, what changes to the assessment would you suggest (including the strengths and weaknesses of an option relative to the others)?
	

	26. Would a Long-term price-based CRM work or fit more effectively with a particular option for the energy trading arrangements. If so, which one and why?
	


2.13 SHORT-TERM PRICE-BASED CRM (CHAPTER 10.10)
	Question
	Answer

	27. Are there any changes you would suggest to make the design of a Short-term price-based CRM effective for the I-SEM (for instance a different choice for one or more of the topic)?
	

	28. Do you agree with the initial assessment of the strengths and weaknesses of a Short-term price-based CRM?  If not, what changes to the assessment would you suggest (including the strengths and weaknesses of an option relative to the others)?
	

	29. Would a Short-term price-based CRM work or fit more effectively with a particular option for the energy trading arrangements. If so, which one and why?
	


2.14 QUANTITY-BASED CAPACITY AUCTION (CHAPTER 10.11)
	Question
	Answer

	30. Are there any changes you would suggest to make the design of a Quantity-based Capacity Auction CRM effective for the I-SEM (for instance a different choice for one or more of the topic)?
	

	31. Do you agree with the initial assessment of the strengths and weaknesses of a Quantity-based Capacity Auction CRM?  If not, what changes to the assessment would you suggest (including the strengths and weaknesses of an option relative to the others)?
	

	32. Would a Quantity-based Capacity Auction CRM work or fit more effectively with a particular option for the energy trading arrangements. If so, which one and why?
	


2.15 QUANTITY-BASED CAPACITY OBLIGATION (CHAPTER 10.12)
	Question
	Answer

	33. Are there any changes you would suggest to make the design of a Quantity-based Capacity Obligation CRM effective for the I-SEM (for instance a different choice for one or more of the topic)?
	

	34. Do you agree with the initial assessment of the strengths and weaknesses of a Quantity-based Capacity Obligation CRM?  If not, what changes to the assessment would you suggest (including the strengths and weaknesses of an option relative to the others)?
	

	35. Would a Quantity-based Capacity Obligation CRM work or fit more effectively with a particular option for the energy trading arrangements. If so, which one and why?
	


2.16 CENTRALISED RELIABILITY OPTIONS (CHAPTER 10.14)
	Question
	Answer

	36. Are there any changes you would suggest to make the design of a Centralised Reliability Option CRM effective for the I-SEM (for instance a different choice for one or more of the topic)?
	

	37. Do you agree with the initial assessment of the strengths and weaknesses of a Centralised Reliability Option?  If not, what changes to the assessment would you suggest (including the strengths and weaknesses of an option relative to the others)?
	

	38. Would a Centralised Reliability Option work or fit more effectively with a particular option for the energy trading arrangements. If so, which one and why?
	


2.17 DECENTRALISED RELIABILITY OPTIONS (CHAPTER 10.15)
	Question
	Answer

	39. Are there any changes you would suggest to make the design of a Decentralised Reliability Option CRM effective for the I-SEM (for instance a different choice for one or more of the topic)?
	

	40. Do you agree with the initial assessment of the strengths and weaknesses of a Decentralised Reliability Option?  If not, what changes to the assessment would you suggest (including the strengths and weaknesses of an option relative to the others)?
	

	41. Would a Decentralised Reliability Option work or fit more effectively with a particular option for the energy trading arrangements. If so, which one and why?
	


� 	While the SEM Committee does not intend to publish responses marked confidential please note that both Regulatory Authorities are subject to Freedom of Information legislation.
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