DCP 248 Areas for Consideration 
1. There might be pre-existing connection term agreements in which circumstances this CP should not apply – a carve out of these may be needed. 
2. The legal text needs to be tightened up so that it is a one chance only to agree a retrospective change to capacity 
3. Sites affected by P272 get a year from change of measurement class. What if all customers are not migrated by the P272 deadline – this change could be open ended in these circumstances?
4. [bookmark: _GoBack]If there was a change in tenancy, under the current legal text the new tenant could get the benefit of the back dated charge, which would be inappropriate. DNOs and Suppliers should have a record of how long the customer has been in the property. If the new tenant had a lower Max Demand, we would not want the lower demand to be back dated. Further consideration of this point needed  
5. In UOS charging statements there is a section on incorrect allocated charges 
6. With the delay to the deadline for P272 this mitigates the issue somewhat, but around 71,000 CT metered customers on profile class 5 to 8 are still impacted (this data is from the DCP 179 Change Report). This is a lot for DNOs to engage with and agree a formal capacity. Each of these customers would have the ability to retrospectively change their import capacity – the rational is that the historic values that DNOs hold are unlikely to represent the level of current demand, and it is quite feasible that the current tenants did not agree the value.  (We may need a carve out in the legal text for customers that have recently signed a connection agreement). 
7. Should there be some form of materiality threshold associated with the change. As currently written you could have all 71,000 customers going through a re-billing process, with a large number not seeing a significant transfer of money. This threshold could be either based on a percentage of the capacity or a financial value. 
8. Is it possible to determine the materiality of this issue? It would be useful to have an estimated figure. Take average of all of the DNO’s per KVA charge and the maximum to get a feel for the difference. GM took an action to share his calculations with individual DNOs, they can then confirm if this data is a reasonable representation of their entire population base. 
9. The change refers to a minimum of 12 months, is this sufficient? There is a trade-off between how long you allow and the amount of rebilling that will need to take place. (A question on this should be included in the DCP 248 consultation)
10. Are there any technical constraints with billing systems that need to be taken into consideration (and is there an associated cost)? (A question on this should be included in the DCP 248 consultation)
11. Is there a resource issue if DNOs receive 71,000 customer requests over a short period of time? Without visibility of the migrations it is difficult to say when the peaks and troughs will be. 

