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Are you comfortable with the proposed amendments to the intent statement of this change?
Yes the Company is comfortable with the proposed amendments to the intent statement.


Do you understand the intent of the CP?	
The intent of the CP is understood, but not the timescales for trying to achieve this change.


Are you supportive of the principles that support this CP, which is to increase the availability of accessible data which is expected to improve the economic and efficient and operation of the energy market, while driving towards a lower carbon economy?
While to sentiment to provide greater accessibility to data is commended, we cannot see why the level of detail is being requested, or the speed at which updates are required. We are unable to envisage how the detail being requested improves the economic and efficient operation of the energy market.


Do you agree with the data items that the Working Group have decided should be included in an ECR?  If not, what items would you remove/add and why?
No. Why is it necessary to understand if the generation has a firm, or non-firm connection and the level of demand that an individual generation connection requires.  The overall level of detail being requested for individual generation sites is too great for the overall benefit trying to be achieved.


Do you have any comments on the definitions that have been used for each item proposed to be contained in the ECR?
No


Do you agree with the format chosen by the Working Group for publishing the ECR?
No, using a spreadsheet to accommodate this type of information is time consuming and resource intensive.  Updates of the information (if required on a weekly basis as listed in the Change Proposal document) must be handled by some automatic process.  The information requested does not sit in a single database within the DNO and will involve huge resource from the DNO to formulate the data into a single document.


Do you agree with the proposal that each DNO and IDNO is to publish a populated version of the common ECR on their individual website? Please provide rationale.
No, much of the information about embedded generation sites is already published by DNOs in the form of the Long Term Development Statement (LTDS) (for generators greater than 1MW), as indicated.  Access to the LTDS is by password but issue of a password in not restricted.


Do you believe that the publication of a national register by a third party in the future would be of most use to all market participants? If so, in what timeframe would you like to see this in place by?  
While publication nationally may benefit a few groups, the cost of providing the data needs to be assessed by Cost Benefit analysis (CBA) to justify this expenditure by DNO / IDNOs.  Publication by a third party should not place any further obligations on the DNO / IDNO.  Who is to verify if there is a discrepancy between the DNO / IDNO information and a nationally published document.


Do you agree with the proposal to mandate that the ECR is to be updated on a monthly basis on a set date?  
Updating on a monthly basis will involve a huge resource unless the updating of information can be handled automatically. It is difficult to see how this can be achieved when so much of the information is handled by different corporate systems that have historically unable to interact.  
Linking the data provided to heat maps and geographical plans is impractical due to the limitation and original intent for the operation of these systems.


Do you believe that the governance arrangements proposed by the Working Group as to how the ECR is populated will lead to DNOs and IDNOs updating it in a consistent manner?
The population of a new database by the DNOs will be time consuming and cumbersome.  Each DNO shall interpret the ECR and provide the information in a disparate fashion unless clear guidance about the data format is provided.


Do you agree with the Working Group’s proposed mechanism to deal with future amendments to the structure of the ECR?
Yes


Do you believe that the Working Group has sufficiently covered off concerns related to data privacy regulations and potentially commercially sensitive information, specifically given the range of benefits as described in sections 1 and 3? And if not, then what else do you consider that Working Group needs to do?
Data privacy is of greater concern to the generator sites and it is they who should be asked to agree to the publication of the details being proposed.  The DNOs shall be provided with clear guidance.


Do you consider that DCP 350 better facilitates the DCUSA General Objectives? If so, please detail which of the General Objectives you believe are better facilitated and provide supporting reasons. If not, please provide supporting reasons.
No we do not believe it better facilitates the General Objectives as this information is already available through other means, therefore obligations are already met.


Are you supportive of the proposed implementation date being 10 Working Days following Authority approval?
No, clear timescales for overall implementation are required.


Do you have any comments on the draft legal text for DCP 350?
Linking the data provided to heat maps and geographical plans is impractical due to the limitation and original intent for the operation of these systems.
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