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DCUSA Panel Meeting 188 (Open Session)  
16 February 2022 at 10:00am 

Meeting held via teleconference 

Attendee Role  Company 

Panel Members 

Peter Waymont [PW] Panel Member DCUSA Ltd 

Simon Vicary [SV]  Panel Member  DCUSA Ltd 

Kevin Woollard [KW] Panel Member  DCUSA Ltd 

Tim Ellingham [TE]  Panel Member  DCUSA Ltd 

Simon Yeo [SY] Panel Member [Chair] DCUSA Ltd 

Joseph Kavanagh [JK] Panel Member  DCUSA Ltd 

Donald Preston [DP] Alternate Panel Member  DCUSA Ltd 

Karl Maryon [KM] Alternate Panel Member  DCUSA Ltd 

Observers  

Nadir Hafeez [NH] Observer Ofgem 

Colin Berry [CB]  Observer (Part Meeting) BSC 

Alison Beard [AB] Observer (Part Meeting) SEC 

Colette Baldwin [CBa] Observer REC 

Irmeen Khan [IK] Observer (Part Meeting) AltHANCo 

David Jones [DJ] Observer (Part Meeting) AltHANC0 

Code Administrator 

Dylan Townsend [DT] Secretariat ElectraLink Ltd 

Angelo Fitzhenry [AF] Secretariat ElectraLink Ltd 

Richard Colwill [RC] Secretariat ElectraLink Ltd 

Hannah Proffitt [HP] Secretariat ElectraLink Ltd 

John Lawton [JL] Secretariat ElectraLink Ltd 

Apologies  

Donna Townsend [DT] Alternate Panel Member  DCUSA Ltd 

Simon Brooke [SB] Alternate Panel Member  DCUSA Ltd 
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1. Administration 

1.1 The Chair welcomed all attendees to the meeting.  

1.2 Apologies were noted from Simon Brooke and Donna Townsend. 

1.3 The minutes of the last meeting were reviewed, and it was agreed they were an accurate 

representation of the meeting.  

1.4 The Panel reviewed the open actions and updates on all actions are set out in Appendix A.  

2. Updates from Industry Codes 

Balancing & Settlement Code (BSC) 

2.1 CB presented a brief verbal BSC update, which was as follows: 

• The February Release of BSC Systems will occur on 24 February, and includes the following: 

o P402 ‘Enabling reform of residual network charging as directed by the Targeted 

Charging Review  

o Three Change Proposals will also be implemented 

• The following Modifications have recently been approved: 

o P431 ‘Post Brexit Agreement Updates’, which will amend the BSC to reflect that, as the 

UK has the EU, Great Britain is no longer part of the Internal Energy Market. It was 

approved by BSC Panel on 13/01/2022  and that the 5 week appeal window has now 

closed. 

o P429 ‘Switching off Participant-Reported PARMS Serials’, which will permanently cease 

the operation of participant-reported Performance Assurance Reporting and 

Monitoring System (PARMS) Serials and associated Supplier Charges. It was approved 

by Ofgem 11/02/2022. 

• The following new Modifications have been raised: 

o P436 ‘Consequential BSC changes for Switching SCR (REC 3.0)’ – raised by Ofgem  

o P435 ‘Enabling EMRS to undertake preparatory work for potential future settlement 

services to LCCC’ – raised by LCCC  

o P434 ‘Mandate to Half Hourly Settle the Non-Half Hourly Unmetered Supplies 

Metering Systems’ – raised by Npower Commercial Gas Limited 

• CP1555 ‘Provision of consumption data to Distributors for Measurement Classes G and F’ 

was Rejected by SVG on 01/02/2022 

Ofgem 

2.2 NH provided an update on DCPs with Ofgem for decision, during which the following was noted: 

Part One: General (Open Session) 
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• The Authority expects to make a decision on DCP 349 ‘Effectiveness of the current provision 

of unsecured cover under Schedule 1’ by 2nd March 2022. 

• The Authority has missed its expected decision date for DCP 297 ‘Network Interventions 

SLA Enhancement’ by the end of January 2022 and new date will be advised. 

• The following DCPs remain deprioritised:  

- DCP 313 ‘Eligibility Criteria for EDCM Generation Credits’ 

- DCP 343 ‘Use of a nominated calculation agent for the calculation of the LV mains split’  

• DCP 386 'Sharing Network Information with Owners and Occupiers' has been recently 

received and an expected decision date will be announced in due course. 

SEC 

2.3 AB presented a brief verbal SEC update.  At present, other than the ongoing SEC change with 

respect to DNOs accessing smart meters for Electric Vehicle loads there are no other obvious 

interactions between the SEC and the DCUSA at this moment in time. AB also noted that the 

February 2022 release will go live on 24 February 2022. 

REC 

2.4 It was noted that CBa was attending her first DCUSA Panel meeting as the REC representative.  

At present, other than the REC release going live next week, the REC Code Manager and DCUSA 

Code Administrator continue to work together on DCP 394 and the associated REC change, 

being R0021 'Allowing REC accredited MEMs to de-energise and re-energise supply points 

independent of the Supplier'.  

3. Accession Applications  

3.1 DT presented the Accession Applications paper to the Panel, which had been circulated prior to 

the meeting. See paper (Panel_2022_0216_01). 

3.2 DT confirmed that there were no Accession Applications for review and approval this month. 

4. DCMDG Headline Report  

4.1 AF provided a verbal update with respect to the DCMDG meeting held on 20 January 2022 at 

which 25 industry participants attended. Key updates were:  

• Attendance from Ofgem has now returned to expected levels, and within their update to 

the DCMDG, the following points were highlighted: 

o the draft Change Proposal related to ‘residual charges applying to back-up supplies’ 

that was presented during the December 2021 DCMDG meeting is with Ofgem in order 

to decide whether to designate the Proposer of the Change Proposal as a person 

whose interests are materially affected by the change.  

o An overview of the next steps associated with the Access and Forward Looking Charges 
SCR, including a reminder that following an Ofgem presentation to the Charging 
Futures Forum last year, they launched a procedural consultation which sets out their 
intent to take forward a wide-ranging review of DUoS under a separate SCR. This would 
enable changes relating to other areas of their Access SCR scope to be delivered via a 
Direction in Spring 2022, with DUoS reforms delivered in a subsequent phase of work. 

https://www.dcusa.co.uk/change/effectiveness-of-the-current-provision-of-unsecured-cover-under-schedule-1/
https://www.dcusa.co.uk/change/effectiveness-of-the-current-provision-of-unsecured-cover-under-schedule-1/
https://www.dcusa.co.uk/change/network-interventions-sla-enhancement/
https://www.dcusa.co.uk/change/network-interventions-sla-enhancement/
https://www.dcusa.co.uk/change/eligibility-criteria-for-edcm-generation-credits/
https://www.dcusa.co.uk/change/use-of-a-nominated-calculation-agent-for-the-calculation-of-the-lv-mains-split/
https://www.dcusa.co.uk/change/sharing-network-information-with-owners-and-occupiers/
https://recportal.co.uk/group/guest/-/allowing-rec-accredited-mems-to-de-energise-and-re-energise-supply-points-independent-of-the-supplier
https://recportal.co.uk/group/guest/-/allowing-rec-accredited-mems-to-de-energise-and-re-energise-supply-points-independent-of-the-supplier
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• A short discussion was held related to Ofgem’s Statutory Consultation on Third Party 

Finance (regarding Last Resort Supply Payment Claims) The consultation proposes an 

option for third-party financing of the SoLR Levies. Such finance could potentially achieve 

two policy objectives: 

o Smoothing the impact of current extraordinary SoLR levy payments on 2022/23 
consumer bills; and 

o Enabling greater ongoing competition in the SoLR processes (by enabling greater 
working capital availability).  

• A short discussion was held related to the updating of 2022/23 DUoS charges due to recent 

SoLR events and ability for DNOs to recover these costs sooner than had previously been 

the case.  

• An AOB item was raised related to new a DCUSA Issues Form (DIF) 62 - Additional 

Clarification for correct application of the LV Sub Site Specific Tariff, where it was noted 

that a SIG meeting will be held to discuss the topic more generally, but that the DCMDG 

may like to feedback on impacts to charging 

4.2 The Panel noted the verbal update.  

5. CACOP Headline Report  

5.1 RC provided a verbal update with respect to the CACoP meeting held on 08 February 2022. The 

key updates are:  

SEC IMPACTS FROM CHANGE CHECKLIST 

5.2 The Forum was provided with a checklist consisting of four questions to support assessing 

possible cross-Code impacts on the Smart Energy Code (SEC) or smart metering arrangements. 

It was noted that the checks may support Code Administrators in identifying when changes 

raised to their Codes might also impact the SEC. It was agreed that Code Administrators should 

seek to embed the SEC checklist for identifying cross-code impacts into their processes, and to 

provide feedback indicating whether the checklist has been resourceful. 

SHARING CACOP NEWS WITH THE INDUSTRY 

5.3 The forum discussed and agreed to a proposal related to the approach of sending CACoP 

developments and replacing the quarterly CACoP Newsletter with a ‘latest news’ section on the 

website. Further to this, it was also agreed to strengthen the communications profile of CACoP 

by establishing a LinkedIn page to raise awareness of content posted to the CACoP website.   

2021 CROSS CODE SURVEY RESULTS 

5.4 The forum received a presentation from Savanta on the findings from the 2021 Code 

Administrator Performance survey. The forum agreed to consider the recommendations of the 

report, including how work could be taken forward through CACoP to ensure best practices 

were consistently met. 

5.5 The Panel noted the verbal update. 

6. SIG Headline Report  

6.1 RC presented the SIG Headline Report to the Panel, which had been circulated prior to the 

meeting. See paper (Panel_2022_0216_02). 
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6.2 RC explained that the Secretariat had received a new DCUSA Issues Form (DIF) 62 - Additional 

Clarification for correct application of the LV Sub Site Specific Tariff and so the SIG meeting went 

ahead in January in order for the issue to be discussed. 

6.3 AF noted that the SIG that the issue was also presented at the DCMDG meeting held on 20 

January 2022. Some feedback had been received and this same feedback was covered during 

the discussions in the SIG meeting. 

6.4 DIF 62 relates to the application of the LV Sub Site Specific Tariff as defined in the notes under 

Table 5  under paragraph 141 of Schedule 16. The DIF sets out the Proposer’s understanding, 

which is that for LV Sub site specific tariffs, the end customer is responsible for the operation 

and maintenance of the LV circuits beyond the CTs and metering which would be installed at 

(or adjacent to) the substation supplying their property. However, when discussing this 

application with their end customers or contractors, they often query where it states that the 

customer owns the LV circuit for LV Sub tariffs. 

6.5 The main piece of feedback provided was as follows: 

• LV Sub depends on where the CTs are located and not where the metering is located (i.e., 

that it must be either in the substation or “immediately adjacent”. This term isn’t defined 

but the member who provided feedback noted that their business takes it to mean on the 

other side of the wall, i.e. minimal LV network. 

• The customer is not using a significant amount of LV network, so it is excluded from the 

charges for LV Sub customers. 

• For DUoS charging we charge up to the CTs so it’s irrelevant who owns the cables after 

that. 

• The exit point and the ownership boundary (DNO/BNO) are not always in the same place 

(although in most cases they would be) 

• For the DCUSA it is irrelevant who owns the cables after the CTs so there should not be a 

change to the legal text 

6.6 After reviewing the above, SIG members agreed, however, members also recognised that 

“immediately adjacent” is not a defined term and that feedback should be sought on how 

Distributors interpret this to determine whether defining it would be possible and/or useful. To 

gather this feedback, it was determined that an RFI be issued to DCUSA Parties and at the same 

time to understand if any others have experienced issues related to the LV Sub tariff.  

6.7 The Panel noted the contents of the headline report. 

7. DCUSA Monthly Horizon Scan 

7.1 DT presented the DCUSA Monthly Horizon Scan to the Panel, which was circulated prior to the 

meeting. See paper (Panel_2022_0216_03).  

7.2 DT advised that no significant updates have been made in the past month. 

7.3 The Panel noted the contents of the Horizon Scan.  
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8. Change Register  

8.1 DT presented the Change Register updates to the Panel, which had been circulated prior to the 

meeting. See paper (Panel_2022_0216_04).  

8.2 The Panel noted the contents of the Change Register.  

9. Initial Assessments 

9.1 DT presented the Initial Assessment Cover Paper to the Panel, which had been circulated prior 

to the meeting. See paper (Panel_2022_0216_05). It was noted that there were two new 

Change Proposal presented for Initial Assessment by the Panel. 

DCP 400 - ‘Commissioning of Works using shared Meter Operator services by the Crowded Meter 
Room Coordinator’  

9.2 It was noted that IK and DJ joined the call.  

9.3 A detailed discussion took place related to DCP 400, in particular, the similarities between it and 

DCP 394 and the potential for cross code impact, specifically with respect to the REC. DJ 

explained there are several reasons they decided to keep the new change separate from DCP 

394, even though there are some cross-synergies. DJ highlighted that the issues set out in the 

Change Proposal form and the proposed solution have been discussed at industry forums 

including BEIS’ Smart Metering Operations Group (SMOG) and trade associations. DJ went on 

to confirm that Alt HAN Co. Ltd. identified the potential solution through industry consultations 

as the most efficient and effective solution of a series of viable resolving options. 

9.4 CBa noted that whilst there had been some engagement with the REC Code Manager ahead of 

the raising of this change, the level of detail now available seems to suggest that there is likely 

to be an impact on the REC. Further to this, CBa had a concern that the similarities between it 

and DCP 394 were such that consideration should be given as to whether DCP 400 is progressed 

at all. In response, DJ concluded that this concern indicates a need to spend some time 

explaining the differences between DCP 400 and DCP 394 and that they’d be happy to walk any 

Working Group through their target operating model as they expect that this will answer some 

of the questions that arose during the above discussion.  

9.5 RC explained that if the Panel agree that DCP 400 should proceed into the DCUSA Change 

Process, that he’d expect the membership of the Working Group to essentially mirror that of 

DCP 394 and suggested that, where possible, meetings could be held back to back on the same 

day. The Panel thought that this seemed like a sensible approach, noting that parts of the 

solution developed under DCP 394 may be able to be utilised by DCP 400. The Panel also noted 

that precedence exists for changes that overlap, whereby the legal drafting calls out what 

happens in cases where one and/or both are approved and that this can apply to changes that 

are due to be implemented at different points in time.  

9.6 Following the above discussion, for DCP 400 the DCUSA Panel:  

• ACCEPTED the referral of the CP; 

• AGREED that DCP 400 should be treated as a Standard change; 

• AGREED that DCP 400 should be treated as a Part 1 Matter; 

Part Two: Change Administration (Open Session) 
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• AGREED that DCP 400 will be progressed to the Definition phase and for a Working Group 

to be established in order to define and develop the solution; and 

• AGREED that the progression of DCP 400 will be in accordance with the timescales set out in 

the table under paragraph 3.1 of the paper. 

 

DCP 401 -  ‘Consequential DCUSA changes for Switching SCR (REC 3.0)’ 

9.7 It was noted that DCP 401 has been raised by the Authority as a result of Ofgem’s Switching 

Significant Code Review (SCR) which will introduce the new Central Switching Service (CSS) and 

version 3.0 of the Retail Energy Code (REC 3.0). This Change Proposal progresses the 

consequential DCUSA changes needed to align with REC 3.0. 

9.8 For DCP 401 the DCUSA Panel:  

• ACCEPTED the referral of the CP; 

• AGREED that the CP should be treated as a ‘Standard Change; 

• AGREED that DCP 401 should be treated as a Part 1 Matter; 

• NOTED that DCP 401 will be progressed to the Change Report phase, 

• NOTED the progression of the CP will be in accordance with the timescales set out in the 

table under paragraph 3.2 of the paper. 

10. Change Reports  

10.1 DT presented the Change Report Cover Paper to the Panel, which had been circulated prior to 

the meeting. See paper (Panel_2022_0216_06).  

10.1 DT informed the Panel that there was one Change Report to review this month, being DCP 344 

– ‘Solutions for new approach to billing and remittance’ 

10.2 RC informed the Panel that the DCP 344 Change Report, was previously issued to the Panel in 

February, but that at that Panel meeting, the Panel requested for it to be referred back to the 

Working Group to provide further clarification on its recommended solution and to include the 

associated costs. RC explained that this step had been completed and that the Change Report 

had been resubmitted for their consideration during this meeting. 

Action 188/01:  ElectraLink to progress DCP 400 to the Definition phase and to set up a Working Group in order to 

define and develop the solution. 

Action 188/02: ElectraLink to progress DCP 401 to the Change Report phase. 
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10.3 RC also noted that during a Working Group meeting held recently, that members had agreed to 

a slight amendment to the legal drafting but that upon legal review, the legal advisors had 

provided an alternative suggestion. RC explained that the suggestion put forward from the legal 

advisors was with respect to the naming ElectraLink in the DCUSA, which hadn't previously been 

done, but they did not have any issue with the approach as the ElectraLink brand is generally 

recognised within the industry, and the provider is unlikely to change frequently. The legal 

advisors’ suggestion was that if there was a concern about this, then the text could instead refer 

to 'or the central e-billing service'.   

10.4 The Panel discussed the legal text in question and considered the suggestion put forward by the 

legal advisors, noting that any changes made now would have to retain the intent of what the 

Working Group was seeking to achieve. Following their discussion, the Panel agreed to a 

different approach which was to state, ‘or the e-billing service using the D2021 data flow’ for 

the paragraph related to invoices and the same for the paragraph related to remittance except 

replacing D2021 with D2026. The Panel instructed the Secretariat to update the legal drafting 

by replacing the two instances of, ‘or the e-billing service provided by ElectraLink’ with, ‘or the 

e-billing service using the D2021 data flow’ and, ‘or the e-billing service using the D2026 data 

flow’. 

10.5 For the DCP 344 Change Report, the DCUSA Panel: 

• DETERMINED, subject to the obtaining the lawyers approval on the amended legal drafting, 

that the Change Report contained the level of information required to enable Parties to 

understand the impact of the proposed amendment and to vote on the Change Proposal; 

• DETERMINED that the Parties eligible to vote on the Change Proposal are those Parties that 

are impacted by the Change; 

• DETERMINED that the voting period for the Change Proposal should be set to 15 Working 

Days; and 

• APPROVED the Change Report for issue to Parties on 18 February 2022.  

11. Housekeeping Log 

11.1 DT presented the Housekeeping Log Summary Paper and Housekeeping Log to the Panel, which 

had been circulated prior to the meeting. See paper (Panel_2022_0216_07). It was noted that 

no new items had been identified since the last meeting. 

11.2 The Panel noted the contents of the paper. 

12. Any other Business 

12.1 AF explained that a letter has been received by the Secretariat and circulated to the Panel during 

the meeting. AF noted that the letter was received from bp pulse (not a DCUSA Party) on behalf 

of Akira Kirton, CEO of bp pulse, with a request to modify the status of DCP 394 to make it an 

Urgent Change Proposal and bring forward the timetable for its adoption and implementation.  

Action 188/03:  ElectraLink to issue updated legal text to Gowling WLG, and once received back from Gowling WLG, 

issue the DCP 344 Change Report to Parties for voting on 18 February 2022. 
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12.2 The Panel discussed the issue raised within the letter, specifically, what response could be 

provided to bp pulse related to their request for DCP 394 be updated to be classed as an ‘Urgent 

Change’. The outcome from the discussion was for the Secretariat to explain what granting a 

status of an ‘Urgent Change’ means with respect to progressing changes through the DCUSA 

change process and that the Panel has instructed the Secretariat to work with the REC Code 

Manager, the Proposer of DCP 394 and the DCP 394 Working Group in order to expedite the 

progress of the Change Proposal through the DCUSA change process.  

12.3 AF agreed to issue a holding response, noting a formal response will be drafted, following the 

next meeting of the DCP 394 Working Group, which is scheduled for 22 February 2022 and that 

this will be provided to the Panel for their approval prior to being issued to bp pulse. 

12.4 AF also agreed to also draft an email to Ofgem related to the Safety concerns raised in the letter 

noting that the Panel don’t believe it to be within their gift to do anything with that information 

and expect Ofgem to be best placed to act on such information.  

188/04: ElectraLink to provide holding response to the BP Pules request related to designating DCP 394 
as an Urgent Change. 

 

188/05: ElectraLink raise the BP Pulse request related to designating DCP 394 as an Urgent Change at the 
next meeting of DCP 394 scheduled for 22 February 2022 and following this meeting, to draft a formal 
response to BP Pulse that covers what designating a Change as Urgent means for the progression of the 
change and explain the Panel’s view on what can be done to progress the change as quickly as possible. 
ElectraLink to circulate the proposed response to Panel members for review and sign-off. 

 

188/06: ElectraLink draft and issue email to related to the Safety concerns raised in the letter noting that 
the Panel don’t believe it to be within their gift to do anything with that information and expect Ofgem 
to be best placed to act on such information. 

12.5 No other business was raised, and the Chair closed the Open Panel meeting. 

13. Next Meeting – 16 March 2022 at 10:00am 

13.1 The next meeting will be held in person at ElectraLink’s offices, 3rd Floor, Northumberland 

House, 303-306 High Holborn, London, WC1V 7JZ. and via Microsoft Teams.
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Appendix A: Summary of Actions 

New and Open Actions – Open Session 

Action 

Ref. 

Action Owner Update 

179/01 ElectraLink to progress Radius Energy’s Accession Application once they have been 
granted a licence.    

ElectraLink Awaiting Radius Energy’s License Approval 

188/01 ElectraLink to progress DCP 400 to the Definition phase and to set up a Working Group 
in order to define and develop the solution 

ElectraLink  

188/02 ElectraLink to progress DCP 401 to the Change Report phase. ElectraLink  

188/03 ElectraLink to issue updated legal text to Gowling WLG, and once received back from 
Gowling WLG, issue the DCP 344 Change Report to Parties for voting on 18 February 
2022. 

ElectraLink  

188/04 ElectraLink to provide holding response to the BP Pules request related to designating 
DCP 394 as an Urgent Change. 

ElectraLink  

188/05 ElectraLink raise the BP Pulse request related to designating DCP 394 as an Urgent 
Change at the next meeting of DCP 394 scheduled for 21 February 2022 and following 
this meeting, to draft a formal response to BP Pulse that covers what designating a 
Change as Urgent means for the progression of the change and explain the Panel’s view 
on what can be done to progress the change as quickly as possible. ElectraLink to 
circulate the proposed response to Panel members for review and sign-off. 

ElectraLink  

188/06 ElectraLink draft and issue email to related to the Safety concerns raised in the letter 
noting that the Panel don’t believe it to be within their gift to do anything with that 
information and expect Ofgem to be best placed to act on such information. 

ElectraLink  

 

 

 

 



 

23 February 2021  Page 11 of 11 

Closed Actions Open session 

Action 

Ref. 

Action Owner Update 

186/01 AF to provide an update to Open Panel in relation to further SEC and REC updates. ElectraLink SEC attended the January meeting, still progressing 

with the REC for their attendance. 

Completed – REC has now confirmed an attendee and 
invite has been issued. 

187/01 ElectraLink to progress DCP 398 to the Change Report phase following a meeting with a 
small sub-group to agree further minor amendments/additions to the template. 

ElectraLink Completed – Change Report is expected to be 
delivered for the March Panel. 

187/02 ElectraLink to refer DCP 344 back to the Working Group for further clarification on the 
proposed solution and associated costs. 

ElectraLink Completed – updated Change Report delivered to the 
February Panel. 

187/03 ElectraLink to progress DCP 386 to party voting on 21 January 2021. ElectraLink Completed – DCP 386 Change Report issued for voting 
on 21 January. 

187/04 ElectraLink to progress DCP 398 to party voting on 21 January 2021. ElectraLink Completed – DCP 398 Change Report issued for voting 
on 21 January. 

 


