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Competition in Connections (CiC) Code of Practice Panel

Transfer of Control Working Group

Wednesday 22nd February 2017 15:00

Teleconference
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Attendees:
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*John France and Tom France assisted the working group with advice on the legal and regulatory definitions contained within SLC26 but are not formally part of the working group.
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Background

GE provided a summary of the proposed modification in that there was a clash between the Code and DNO’s licenses. DNO SLC 26 also refers to the Transfer of Control, but prohibits transfer of control from a network without direct approval from Ofgem. GE brought the modification to the Competition in Connections Code of Practice Panel which considered and made slight alterations to new draft wording for the Code of Practice sections 5.2.16 and 5.2.17. It was suggested that there were no operational changes as a consequence of the proposal, merely an updating of wording to remove the clash with SLC 26.
Review and Revise Proposed Modification

The working group members discussed the amendment and removal of some wording on the proposed changes including:

•
Removing the comma after “control over”;

•
Removing the words “and electrically isolated”;

•
Replacing the word “will” with “may” in the second sentence;

•
Removing the final sentence starting “For the avoidance of doubt…”.

Therefore, it was agreed that the “Proposed Solution and Draft Legal Text” be amended to:

“Under this option, without relinquishing operational control over its network, a DNO may temporarily assign to an ICP authority to conduct the necessary specified field operations within a pre-defined part of its network. Under these arrangements the ICP may be permitted to undertake certain limited duties to enable it to connect extension assets without reference to the DNO’s control centre. It will perform these duties in accordance with its own SMS, including its Safety Rules.”

The proposed changes to the current wording of the Code are indicated below:

Option 3 - Transfer of Control

5.2.16. The DNO shall transfer control of a specified part of its Distribution System for the purposes of the ICP’s activity. Under this option, without relinquishing operational control over its network, a DNO may temporarily assign to an ICP authority to conduct the necessary specified field operations within a pre-defined part of its network. Under these arrangements the ICP may be permitted to undertake certain limited duties to enable it to connect extension assets without reference to the DNO’s control centre. It will perform these duties in accordance with its own SMS, including its Safety Rules.

5.2.17. The ICP shall have full control of the specified part of the DNO’s Distribution System and shall carry out the work in accordance with its own SMS, including its Safety Rules.

5.2.1817. Each party shall make available to the other the relevant policies, operational processes, local information and procedures as required to facilitate safe working on the DNO’s Distribution System. This may be in writing or by personal briefing as may be appropriate, but in all cases the information exchanged shall be recorded and such records must be held for future reference by each party.

The group agreed that they believed that the modification was non consequential and that it would not need to go out for consultation. They agreed that this would be recommended to the Panel.

Next steps

The group decided that they would most probably not need any more meetings to finish the modification and have it sent to the Panel. GE and KM took an action to work together to pull together the report, which would be circulated to the other members of the group.


