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Dear Sirs
Mew Smart Energy Code Content and Refated Licstee Amendments

Thank you for the oppartunity b respond 1o this consultation. We waould azk that DESS weal this
ledter 3¢ a eunselidated response on behalf of aur Ihree Hzlribution licence holding companlaz:
Eastarn Pawer Matwarks ple, London Power Nebworks ple, and Seuth Eastern Power Nebworks plc.
Dur response i not confldentlal and can be published on the DECC woabslta,

Where the ¢onsallalion questions are relevant to our activitlas ag 2 dlstibution network operator

wie hava provited answers it the accumpanying appendix and hape that you will Tk our
commenis helpful. If you have any questions please do nof hesilate to contact me.

Yours failkfully

Capy:



Appendix: New Smart Enertgy Code Content and Related Llcence Amendmonts
Chaptor 3: Rollout Strategy

Queshion 3 0o you agree that the propasad legal drafiing implerments 1ha policy fe infraduce an
abligaticn for GNOs lo faeomea DCC vsers Oy 28 April 20177 If you disagree pleage provide &
rafionala fg Yot Liewes.

Wz agraa Ihal the proposad l2gal deafliing achleves the policy reguiremant,
Chapter & Further Requirements relafing to Testing 65 a result of the DCC Release Strategy

Quggitan 78; Dp you sgres with our propesadd amerdments o 1o ralfevant versions of the SEC for
festing puthosas? Please provide & relionala far your views,

Ve support the proposed amendments, These will ensure that the ratevant versions of the SEC,
ralated 1o exit tesling, are up to date.

Chapter 9: SEC Panel and DCC Live Crlteria Assessment

Clueshion 20: Do you agrad with the proposal and assecialad fagsl drmaffing? Flesse provids o
ralionale far yvaur views.

¥ie agrae with ihe propozal and Jeqal diafling. The SEC Panet wil adtt futher assurznce in the
acsessent pracess against the DCC Live Critarla,

Chapter 10: Sacurity, Frivacy and Miscellaneous Provisens

Qurgsiiont 21 Do you sgree with the preposed appmach and fagal drafiing thal seoks 1o ensure that
orly thsptites pesociated directly wilth the issue of compliares with Seclion G are delarmined by
Ofigam, with afher disputas falfiowing the “rormal” path for resolutian ?

Wa agraa with the propossl and legel disfting. The changes ckasify the role of Ofgem and the
resojution of dizputes under Iha SEC.

Chreshon 260 Do you agree Wil the propesel and associated legal drafting to consulf with Fardies
and Reglziralion Dala Froviders prior to changos fo DO Infermal Sysfems or the Raleasa
Managament Siralagy? Flegse provids a mfonaln for your wiaws,

Wia agres with the preposal and legal drafting. Panies whe are net Users and Registration Data
Providers may be impacted by changes o OUC Intemal Systems andfor the Relesse Management
Stratagy. This change ansures that all Partles apd Registration Data Providess are Included in the
cansitation process prior to any changes.

Chrgsion 27; Do you agree with #1e proposed ehanga Io remove the requiremoen! on ROPs [o ratze
an Incidend wiare ihe ($508 can be resolved by e tensmission of ah uhsalicited regisiration daia
reiresh Ma? Please provida a rallenals for pour vigws.

Wa agres with the proposed change, Where an issuee can be razolved by en RDF sending a data
refresh fila, the ramaoval of the requirement fo raise an Incident simplifies the prosess —for the ROP

and DCEC,

Paye Tald



ﬂ_uasﬂc:n ;Do yau agree with the proposal nat to make lransifional chenges fo fe SEC {o degl
witfl these malisrs and instead fo raly upor ROPs and #a Parel fo work wik DCC within the
confines of ils Syslams Capabiity or & fransilioral basiz?

Ve agraa with the proposal. ROP3 are in regular contact with DCC and therefore the restriction of
KOP 105 can be maneged as part of this process. We foresea no issues with DG and the SEC
Fanel agrezing o [ntetim reporting amangemeants,

Question 35 Do you agros with e proposed fepal drafiing amendment to 03,137 Plaate provide
a raftonate for pour view

We agree with the proposal and tegal disfing.  This supports an inporant princlpfe: that members
of eade pansts should not be Fahte for ervars, Without such 2 ehanga Individuals may be reluctant
fa serve an tha SEC Pangl,

Lwesiion 26, O yor agras with the proposed legal drafting amendments iz Soclion £27 Flease
provide a ratiorata for yaur view.

From an elecklcity distribution perspeciiva, wa agree with the proposal and lagat drafting refated to
elactricily dala. The change reflects the exdsting indusiry data set and the defined data exchange

betwezn ROPs and DO,
Chaptar 11: Censlstency and Consequential Changes

Question 39 Do you agraa wifl the proposal and sssocialed lepe! draffing o align the warding of
alficalions Mowakoul ihe SECT

¥e agree with ine pronosal and associated legal draftifg. This change wilf improwve the
cansistency of the SEC,

Cussfion J0: Do your agres with tha proposed ehangas i ifa iseiidant Marepement Policy?
Flaase give reasons (o suenad vour answer

We agree with the proposed changes. The ravised Incldant Management Folicy document,
incleding the new Sacllan 4 settng et the requirement to provide EHS Seff-Help malzelal, |z claae
an the acliens to be taken for different scenarios.

. Pogescld



