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Code Administrator Consultation Response Proforma 

 
CMP376: Inclusion of Queue Management process within the CUSC  
 

Industry parties are invited to respond to this consultation expressing their views and 

supplying the rationale for those views, particularly in respect of any specific questions 

detailed below. 

Please send your responses to cusc.team@nationalgrideso.com by 5pm on 4 May 

2023.  Please note that any responses received after the deadline or sent to a different 

email address may not receive due consideration. 

If you have any queries on the content of this consultation, please contact Paul Mullen 

paul.j.mullen@nationalgrideso.com or cusc.team@nationalgrideso.com. 

 

 

I wish my response to be: 
(Please mark the relevant box) ☒Non-Confidential ☐Confidential 

 

Note: A confidential response will be disclosed to the Authority in full but, unless agreed 

otherwise, will not be shared with the Panel or the industry and may therefore not influence 

the debate to the same extent as a non-confidential response.  

 

For reference the Applicable CUSC (non-charging) Objectives are:  

a) The efficient discharge by the Licensee of the obligations imposed on it by the Act 

and the Transmission Licence; 

b) Facilitating effective competition in the generation and supply of electricity, and (so 

far as consistent therewith) facilitating such competition in the sale, distribution and 

purchase of electricity; 

c) Compliance with the Electricity Regulation and any relevant legally binding decision 

of the European Commission and/or the Agency *; and 

d) Promoting efficiency in the implementation and administration of the CUSC 

arrangements. 

*The Electricity Regulation referred to in objective (c) is Regulation (EU) 2019/943 of the 

European Parliament and of the Council of 5 June 2019 on the internal market for electricity 

(recast) as it has effect immediately before IP completion day as read with the modifications 

set out in the SI 2020/1006. 

 

 

 

 

Respondent details Please enter your details 

Respondent name: Dan Thomas 

Company name: Banks renewables Limited 

Email address: Dan.thomas@banksgroup.co.uk 

Phone number: +447720348078 

mailto:cusc.team@nationalgrideso.com
mailto:cusc.team@nationalgrideso.com
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Please express your views in the right-hand side of the table below, including 

your rationale. 

 

Standard Code Administrator Consultation questions 

1 Do you believe that the 

CMP376 Original 

proposal and/or 

WACMs 1-11 inclusive 

better facilitate the 

Applicable Objectives? 

Mark the Objectives which you believe each solution 

better facilitates: 

Original ☒A      ☒B      ☐C      ☐D       

WACM1 ☒A      ☒B      ☐C      ☐D       

WACM2 ☐A      ☐B      ☐C      ☐D       

WACM3 ☐A      ☐B      ☐C      ☐D       

WACM4 ☐A      ☐B      ☐C      ☐D       

WACM5 ☒A      ☒B      ☐C      ☐D       

WACM6 ☐A      ☐B      ☐C      ☐D       

WACM7 ☐A      ☐B      ☐C      ☐D       

WACM8 ☒A      ☒B      ☐C      ☐D       

WACM9 ☐A      ☐B      ☐C      ☐D       

WACM10 ☐A      ☐B      ☐C      ☐D       

WACM11 ☒A      ☒B      ☐C      ☐D       

Thank you for the opportunity to respond on this 

consultation. We support the updates which move later 

milestones to a ‘right to terminate’ and the exception 

definition wording. We were concerned that delays in 

planning due to resourcing of planning authorities may 

have caused terminations when completely outside of the 

control of the developer. We do not support WACM7 and 

related 2,4,6,9 which would force a new queue 

management milestone regime on existing contracted 

parties. We understand the drive to confirm the main land 

agreement for a project has been secured early, we could 

see a 6 month period after offer acceptance for this 

milestone working. Some flexibility around the financing 

and construction of projects post planning consent and 

land security is beneficial so we also support WACM 8. 

WACM 10 - We do not believe that developers should be 

able to choose their column – all would choose the 

shortest programme. We support the WACM 11 that 

allows a maximum of two exceptions for non award of a 

CfD.  Delay in consents for any grid infrastructure, 

whoever is securing them should be included in the grid 

delay. 
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2 Do you support the 

proposed 

implementation 

approach? 

☐Yes 

☐No 

 

We support the implementation approach without WACM 

7 i.e. new approach applied for new offers and mod apps 

that change connection date based on new connection 

date. We would propose that NGESO are required to hold 

a register of decisions made in relation to delay or 

cancellation of grid agreements.  

3 Do you have any other 

comments? 

We are stunned that NGESO and the DNOs do not have 

an existing national queue of contracted generation. In 

our view there should be one T and D generation queue. 

We believe the different treatment of 132kV in England to 

Scotland remains a distortion that is not considered here.  

We would recommend a 5 year review post 

implementation to reflect on how effective this change 

has been. 

 


