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Introduction

• What is the scope of Codes today (CUSC/STC); what barriers do we 
face now; what is the solution to these barriers

• How barriers are solved by CMP330 (& WACM, * applies only to 
132kV and below)

• How barriers are solved by CMP374 (& WACM, * applies only to 
132kV and below)

• Discussion for WG to be happy with solution

• Then to move onto developing the definitions
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Original Solution (CMP330)
i.e. the solution is to change the length of the connection assets

Prior to the workgroup commencing, the proposed solution was as 
follows:
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Base case CMP330 solution CMP374 solution

MITS MITS MITS

User User User

1
0

km
 O

H
L

1
0

km
 O

H
L

1
0

km
 O

H
L10km classed as 

Connection 
Assets

10km classed as 
TNUoS Local 
Circuit – must be 
built by TO as not 
connection assets

10km classed as 
TNUoS Local 
Circuit but 
(possibly) built 
by User

Key:
Black = TNUoS local circuit delivered by TO
Blue = Connection asset delivered by the User
Red = TNUoS local circuit delivered by the User



New Solution – Summary (CMP374)

• Concerns raised by the workgroup around the impact on TNUoS
• There is no impact on TNUoS charging by separating out the methodology 

of charging from who builds it
• CUSC currently addresses contestability through the definition of 

connection assets (as used for TNUoS purposes)

• To overcome this a new solution was raised that separated out 
contestability from TNUoS by amending 14.7



CMP374 – Detail e.g. CUSC/STC
Supporting CUSC change of principle of contestable assets and how determined and requests.  Enter into adoption agreement to manage.  How/when 
detail to be within STC to confirm adoption of assets complete and to inform ESO (need to refer to this process in CUSC (Nicky reflect this is in BRs too)

• Communication: Connection offers should identify that the option of contestability for assets >2km is now available to stakeholders
• Guidance note on contestability should be made available (or updated if already exists) – outside CUSC?

• Cut – Off for contestability: Changes within CUSC
• To be set down in 14.7

• Propose that Users have the right to initiate contestability until the TO starts to construct the assets or incurs a material cost following an accepted connection offer.

• User still have the option to initiate contestability provided the TO is compensated for any costs incurred (and no other party is impacted by the decision)

Below to be acknowledge in CUSC (but not the detail) and enforced via CUSC

• Step in rights: CUSC to acknowledge the step-in rights and concept that TO can step in but details on how this happens should be in the adoption
agreement

• To be set down in 14.7

• TO has the ability to step in for those assets that become shared use

• Need application of a reasonableness test that it results in the most efficient outcome. 

• Potential to appeal to Ofgem by connectee

• Pre – adoption agreement CUSC to acknowledge there needs to be a contract between User/TO and some details that it may cover
• Sets out specification requirements of connection

• Agrees the design for the new transmission network 

• Agree level of adoption payment

• Adoption agreement CUSC to acknowledge there needs to be a contract between User/TO and some details that it may cover 
• Use existing adoption agreement

• STC changes to be identified



CMP374 – Legal Text

• BRs will address changes necessary to Section 14.7

• Broad concepts:
• E.g. Create a new definition of “Contestable Assets” or “Sole Use Assets”
• Contestable assets delivered by single user (as BRs)
• New draft of BRs to state this as ‘single user asset’ replace with contestable 

assets
• New definition of contestable assets.  Assets procured by a User for sole use 

by that User
• Works that can be done under CMP374 

• Refer to blue text in BRs.  To discuss in WG



Appendix

• For completeness, for examples under 2km


