
Place your chosen 

image here. The four 

corners must just 

cover the arrow tips. 

For covers, the three 

pictures should be the 

same size and in a 

straight line.   

CMP219 – CMP192 Post Implementation Clarifications

Workgroup Meeting 1 – 18 June 2013

Tushar Singh



2

Agenda

ASIntroduction and Meeting Objectives

ASNext Steps

AllProposed Implementation

AllTerms of Reference

TSCMP 219 Proposal

LeadItem



3

Introduction and Meeting Objectives

�Introduction

�Meeting Administration

�Process of a CUSC Workgroup

�Acceptance of Terms of Reference

�Lunch
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CMP 219 - Background

�CMP192 introduced enduring user commitment 

arrangements for generators into the CUSC

�New arrangements went live from 1st April 2013

�However, implementation of CMP192 

highlighted that the legal text requires refining

�Raise a ‘tidy-up’ modification prior to further 

development of CUSC Section 15 for offshore 

and non-generation users
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Summary of Defect

�Typographical errors

�Numbering inconsistencies

�Redundant text – Transitional arrangements

�More detail needed

�Unintended omissions – non generation users
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� Cancellation Charge Profile:

� The Cancellation Charge Profile is meant to remain at 
the current level if a user delays commissioning

� Unintentionally, the methodology only applies this to 

users on Fixed liability
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Issue 6 – Pre Trigger Date Liability

� For users on the Fixed approach, the generic pre-
Trigger Date liability was intended to be capped at the 

first Cancellation Charge Profile year (i.e. 25%)

� Unintentionally, the methodology only applies this cap 

to the year preceding the Trigger Date
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Terms of Reference

� Materiality Analysis – Issues 5 and 6

� Opinion about Self Governance

� Legal Text review 
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Issue 5 – Cancellation Charge profile

£342.67£16,358.15£29,221.20Wider Zonal Unit Liability (£/MW)

Zone 15Zone 4Zone 1Zone

£85.67£4,089.54£7,305.30Wider Zonal Unit Liability Shortfall (£/MW)

Zone 15Zone 4Zone 1Zone

A 1 year delay causes a shortfall of 25% of Wider Unit Liability

£5,140.05£245,372.25£438,318.001500MW

£342.67£16,358.15£29,221.20100MW

Zone 15Zone 4Zone 1Generator Size
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Issue 5 – Cancellation Charge profile

£342.67£16,358.15£29,221.20Wider Zonal Unit Liability (£/MW)

Zone 15Zone 4Zone 1Zone

£342.67£16,358.15£29,221.20Wider Zonal Unit Liability Shortfall (£/MW)

Zone 15Zone 4Zone 1Zone

A 4 year delay causes a shortfall of 100% of Wider Unit Liability

£20,560.20£981,489.00£1,753,272.001500MW

£1,370.68£65,432.60£116,884.80100MW

Zone 15Zone 4Zone 1Generator Size
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Issue 6 – Pre Trigger Date Liability

� Only relevant to users with  -

�Signing date – on or after 01/04/2012

�Pre 01/04/2012 users are currently on £3/kW

� Example Scenario

�Trigger Date 01/04/2016
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Issue 6 – Pre Trigger Date Liability

� Current data

�Total users – 285

�Users on Fixed - 56

�Affected Fixed users – 16

�Range 10MW – 500MW

�Overall reduction of ~£3m out of ~£70m
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Self Governance Criteria

� Unlikely to have material effect on:

�Existing and Future Electricity consumers

�Competition in generation, distribution and supply of 
electricity and associated commercial activities

�Operation of National Electricity Transmission System

�Matters relating to sustainable development, safety or 
security of supply or the management of market or 
network emergencies

�CUSC governance and modification procedures

� Unlikely to discriminate between different classes of 
CUSC parties
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Legal Text Review – Paras 3.33 – 3.36
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Legal Text Review – Para 4.168
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Legal Text Review – Paras 3.41 and 4.69
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Legal Text Review – Para 10.79
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Proposed Implementation



21

Next Steps


