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CMP375 (and CMP315) Proposed Timeline as at 10 February 2022
Milestone Date Milestone Date

Modification presented to Panel 25 June 2021 Workgroup report issued to Panel 21 July 2022

Workgroup Nominations (15 Working days) 1 July 2021– 5pm on 22 July 

2021

Workgroup report presented to Panel 29 July 2022

CMP375/CMP315 Workgroups 1 to 5 10 August 2021, 1 and 13 

September 2021, 15 

November 2021 and 12 

January 2022

Code Administrator Consultation (20 

working days as summer)

2 August 2022 to 

31 August 2022 

(5pm)

CMP375/CMP315 Workgroup 6 9 March 2022 Draft Final Modification Report (DFMR) 

issued to Panel

22 September 

2022

CMP375/CMP315 Workgroup 7 (Finalise 

Workgroup Consultation)

29 March 2022 Panel undertake DFMR recommendation 

vote

30 September 

2022

CMP375/CMP315 Workgroup Consultation 

(20 working days as Easter)

14 April 2022 to 17 May 2022 

(5pm)
Final Modification Report issued to Panel 

to check votes recorded correctly (5 

working days)

3 October 2022

CMP375/CMP315 Workgroup 8 (review 

Consultation responses)

25 May 2022 Final Modification Report issued to 

Ofgem

11 October 2022

CMP375/CMP315 Workgroup 9 14 June 2022 Implementation Date TBC

CMP375/CMP315 Workgroup 10 30 June 2022 NOTE: 3 previous Workgroups for 

CMP315



Paul Mullen – National Grid ESO Code Administrator

Workgroup Consultation Summary



Chair summary of responses

• There was support for each of the Mods (though less for CMP315 as CMP375 was felt to be more cost reflective as looked

at the incremental cost). Also support for the LCP approach as more forward-looking, cost signal data better aligns with the

period for which people are charged and there appear to be less data requirements (although a shortfall of this data

identified was what happens with reopeners). An alternative based on LCP approach has been suggested if not taken up by

the Proposers in their Originals;

• Overall message that this is lacking data and that data and analysis is now needed to progress these further and until this is

provided, can’t make a call as to whether or not these changes facilitate the CUSC objectives better than the current CUSC;

• On Implementation, although some urged the need for a 1 April 2023 date with a sensitivity study of possible new tariffs at

the earliest reasonable opportunity (as unlikely to be approved for draft tariffs), there were others who suggested later

implementation dates predominantly to not rush given the materiality and provide market with sufficient notice to understand

and prepare.

• On data to be used to calculate the Expansion Constant there was a mix of views as to whether or not to use historical

or forward looking (using the Transmission Owners’ Business Plan data) or indeed a mix of the two where e.g. there is a lack

of forward-looking data. Possible alternatives here. I also wanted to note that the 1 respondent was keen that the solutions

drive the data request and not simply ask for all data and then determine the solutions.

• On the question as to whether non-circuit build should be allocated to existing circuits rather than proxy circuits,

there was a mix of views. Those who supported proxy circuits noted it was simpler and more cost reflective and those who

supported Existing Circuits argued that the proxy circuit approach sharpens the locational signal disproportionately.

• On interaction with TNUoS Taskforces, there were a mix of views including feeding in the work done so far by the

CMP315/375 Workgroup or implementing a CMP315/375 solution as a building block to wider TNUoS reform. Some urged

the need for clarity on the scope of the TNUoS Taskforces.



All

Review of Workgroup Consultation 
Responses 



All

Agree what we need to take forward 
from Workgroup Consultation 
Responses 



Paul Mullen – National Grid ESO Code Administrator

Next Steps


