CUSC Workgroup Consultation Response Proforma

CMP223 – Arrangements for Relevant Distributed Generators Under the Enduring Generation User Commitment
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 by 17:00 on 14 February to cusc.team@nationalgrid.com  Please note that any responses received after the deadline or sent to a different email address may not receive due consideration by the Workgroup.
Any queries on the content of the consultation should be addressed to Jade Clarke at jade.clarke@nationalgrid.com

These responses will be considered by the Workgroup at their next meeting at which members will also consider any Workgroup Consultation Alternative Requests.  Where appropriate, the Workgroup will record your response and its consideration of it within the final Workgroup Report which is submitted to the CUSC Modifications Panel.

	Respondent:
	Please insert your name and contact details (phone number or email address)

	Company Name:
	Please insert Company Name

	Please express your views regarding the Workgroup Consultation, including rationale.

(Please include any issues, suggestions or queries)


	

	Do you believe that the proposed original or any of the alternatives better facilitate the Applicable CUSC Objectives?  Please include your reasoning.


	For reference, the Applicable CUSC objectives are: 
(a) the efficient discharge by The Company of the obligations imposed upon 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.

These are defined within the National Grid Electricity Transmission plc Licence under Standard Condition C10, paragraph 1.

Objective (c) was added in November 2011. This refers specifically to European Regulation 2009/714/EC. Reference to the Agency is to the Agency for the Cooperation of Energy Regulators (ACER)




Standard Workgroup consultation questions
	Q
	Question
	Response

	1
	Do you support the proposed implementation approach?  If not, please state why and provide an alternative suggestion where possible.


	

	2
	Do you have any other comments? 


	

	3
	Do you wish to raise a WG Consultation Alternative Request for the Workgroup to consider? 


	If yes, please complete a WG Consultation Alternative Request form, available on National Grid's website
, and return to the CUSC Inbox at cusc.team@nationalgrid.com 


Specific questions for CMP223 

	Q
	Question
	Response

	4
	Do you believe that any of the potential solutions highlighted under CMP223 better facilitates the Applicable CUSC Objectives?
	

	5
	What are your views on Option 1, including pros and cons? Please provide evidence where possible.
	

	6
	Should there be a de minimis level, exempting those generators below it from user commitment? On what basis should this level be determined? What are the risks of implementing a de minimis threshold?
	

	7
	What are your views on Option 2, including pros and cons. Please provide evidence where possible.
	

	8
	What are your views on option 3, including pros and cons. Please provide evidence where possible.
	

	9
	Do you believe that the application of the provisions of Section 15 of the CUSC to relevant distributed generators should be optional or mandatory?
	

	10
	Do you consider that an embedded generator should have post-commissioning liabilities, and if so, which?
	

	11
	What do you believe are the implications of the proposed changes on cluster (generation hub) applications, and how do you believe individual parties forming cluster application should be treated?
	

	12
	Do you believe that the security profile currently applied to current CUSC parties is appropriate for relevant distributed generators? If different security profiles should be applied, how should these be determined?
	

	13
	What impacts might there be of the proposed changes on the security arrangements of existing distributed generators both with and without BEGAs/BELLAs? Could there be a case for contract re-openers?
	


� � HYPERLINK "http://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/Electricity/Codes/systemcode/amendments/forms_guidance/" ��http://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/Electricity/Codes/systemcode/amendments/forms_guidance/� 





