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tmariestEnorgy welcomas lhe opooriunily 1o respond 1o (he above consulfation
document,

A5 vou know SmortestEnargy & o suppber in the hall hourly Becircity morket ond s olso g
ficensed gas shipper and wppber. We entered the HKHH morket in 2013 but hove only o few
hurdrod siles in the PC3-4 brocket,

Please nalte thot ow response 5 not conficentiol,

Answers to specific gueslions

1. Do you ogree with the 'egal drofting of the proposed omendment 1o The elacidcily
ond gas supply icence conditions? Fegie provioe a rationale lor your vidws,

The requirement is thal “From the date the Enrolment Service (it becomos
available, a icensee which is o DCC User will be reguired o lake all reasonabis
slops lo commission a Smart Matering System that includes o DCC pravided
Communications Hub inslalled at o domestic premies, and ensure that no olbor
arrangaements aro n place for remote communications with thot device.”

SmarlestEnergy is nat a supplior to domestic premises, It may be useful 1o supplioes if
oiher orangements, if 1hoy are in addition o, rother thon instead of a DEC
provided Communicalions Hub, could be permissible,

Howeves, wa ogres with the proposod drofting as it seems sensible to work Iowards
o common method of metering and communication once DCC goes Bve, os for as
i5 possible within the Suppder's control.
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Q2. Do you agree that this legal duty should take alfect when DEC's enrolment services
cro first avallable? Pleose provida raticnala for your viows,

Whilst we ore not o domestic supplier if seems to us that “within o recsonable groce
perod affer tha point at which a suppier is ready”, ratner than when DCC's
enrciment services ore first available, should B when Ihe legal duty tokes effect for
smioler suppliers.

33, Do you hove any cemments on ine proposed drafting in thase new subsidiory
docurments? |New Subticiary Documents under Sections H4, HS and Hé.)

Ha

G4, Do you hava any speciflc comments on the proposed revised approoch o dealing
with Post-Commissoning Obligotions including the proposat to delete Sections M2.7 and
M2E87

Sections 2.7 ond M2 .8 siated that were either the DCC or o Supplier Parby in
breoch of its post commissioning obigaotions the ather porty moy recover all [o3ins
orising o a result of tha breach. We suspac! that this dalefion lavours the DCC
miore inan Suppliens and the resulting asymmalry s inoporopaale,

5. Do vou have any comments on the propoied oporocch?

It cenony makes sensa o include provisons 1o gain the consent of consumers
belore [oining or unjoining Consumer Access Devices [CADs] 1o Smart Melening
systems in the S3EC rother thon the lcence, We would prefer it 1o slote explaitly thot
sech consent may be osumed if covered in a confroctual clowe with the
cuslomer.

&4, Do you have any commenis on 1he propased dralting changes fo Sections F2, G, k2
ondg AF

Mo

Q7. Do you cgree with The proposal fo move some of the technical delails in F2 inlo o
subsidicry documant in ling with the opproach foken inrelation o Sections He,5 &47
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Q8. Do you support the proposed changes to Section T ta ensure that the lesting obectives
reflect o more up to date verdon of the SEC?

e

&F. Do you ogrea with the proposal 1hat the DCC shouid offer o testing senvice for
prospectve Non-Gatewoy Suppliors?

Yas

Q10, Do you inlend 1o tes! only Devices jond not User Systems) against the DCC Systems? If
50, haw and when do you infend to do this? ks it your infention fo: become a SEC Party and
establish a DCC Gateway Connection; rely on other parties to interoct wilh tha DCC for
the purposes of testing Devices; or anotner means (e.g. direct connecton without being a
SEC Parly]¥

It Is nat unreasonoble o mandale that testing agairst ke DCC Systems should only
e ovolloble o SEC Parties, However, it 5 impariant thal User Syslems con be festea
and thot this focility s avaabis in parpeluity lor now and axizting
suppkers/providers. 11 is our currant intention ta rely on anolher porty To Inferoct with
the BCC lor the purposes of teting Devices,

11, Do you ogres with the proposals, ond onocioted legol drofting in relotion to the SME
Recovery Procedure Guidance documeni? Please provide a ratonale for your view,

The document stetes: =t will be deemed that the Porty whao has coused the
compromise or suspecied compromise has breached the S3EC, ond such Porty may
ba liable lor o masmum al £]1 million of Recovery Costs, unlass they con
demorsfrate olhersise.” We are not entirely sure that this s oppropriote where o
wisptcled breach is identilied bul which turns cut not 1o be o compromise, It s nat
clear that fo “demonstrale othersae™ miligates his.

We ore olso concemed thal the burden of prasl aver whether o 5EC breach has
rol occured iclowing o compromise & ploced an the "compromising Party.”

Q12. Do you agrea with the propoted drafting on how changes to the SKE Recavery Kay
Guldance ara managed, or do you think it should be o S6C Subsidiory Docurmeant and
open o the 53EC modilication process? Pleose provide o rationale for your rosponse.

We faol strangly that tha SMEI Recovery Key Guidance should be a SEC Subsidiary
Document and open fo the SEC modificalion process, We believe that This wil
provide the information in a clearer formot for partios,
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@13, Do you agree with tha proposals, ond associoted legal groffing inrelation 1o the SME
Recovery Procedura Labille:? Please provide a raticnole for your view,

Yai, A cap ol £1m = foiry stondord for this kind of Fability ond, being Emiled, shousd
ba insurabie ogoinst,

Q14. Do you agree with the proposals, ond ossocicted legal dralting o usa IKI for
comrmunications aver tne NG| ond in relotion to TAD? Pieq:e provide a rationala fof your
wiow,

Yes, the proposals and ossociated legal drofting seem reasonable.
@15, Do you ogree that it 5 necessary lor the PMA to be able to require Pories 1o
nomingle Key Cuslodians? Pease provide a raticnalo [or your response.

Yas, we agree Ihal this regqurement should be in plaoce.
=14, Do you ogres wiln the proposals, ond ossocioted legal drofting fo moke clodficolony
chonges to the SMEl Certificate Policies? Please provide a raticnale for your viaw,

Mo commeani
Q17. Do you agree with the proposals, ond asocioted legal dralling o oliow tha DCC 1o
becorne on Eigibie Subscriber for ceran SMEI Crganisalon Cerlificales fer the purpose of
signing Registrotion Doto® Pleose provide o rationale lor your vidw,

Mo comment

(18, Do you ogrea with the legal dralting to obige Network Gperators to aslakbish thair
Organisation Certtificates prior to DCC Live? Pleose provide o rofionale for your view,

b4

@17, Do you ogres with Ine propasal and legal drafting inrelation o the misceloneous
changes to the PEl content? Plecwe pravide o rofonale for your view,

Mo comment

20, Do youw have ony comments on the propased dralting regarding the CIO
indepaendance requirements?
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Mo

@21, Qo you ogree with the proposals, ond ossecioted legal drafting including the
proposed changes to the CHIMSM ot Annex D), which would permit Juppfers lo re-use
commurications Hebs that they hove removed from consumer premises in cerlain
croumsioncesd

Yoz

@72, Do you agraea wilh the propasal, and assoclated legal dralling, for an abligation lore
Suppier Porties to respond to any to any reasonable regquest from the DCC for information
pertaining 1o complance with the CH Support Maleriols and lor a recipracal obligation o
b ploced on the DCCY

We feal that this s being justified on the boss thot it & reciprocol, Further jushifleation
I5 resguired,

G2, Do you agree with the proposals, ond associoted legol droftng [ncluding 1he
propoded changas to the CHIMEM ot Annex D], relating to visits by the DCC fo consumer
promsoLy

Yoy

24, Do you ogree with Ihe proposol, ond ossocialed legal dralting, for Porties to be fobie
for all reasonobie costs ond expenses iIncured by the DEC as a resull of o defiivery of
Communications Hubs being prevented from taking plece in accerdance with the SEC,
dua o o breach of ihe SEC by thot Porty?

Mo, Wo belavo thal this proposal will not incentivise the DCC ta moke basic checks
immediately prier 1o and on delivery, Such orongements will also lead fo
necestary dispules ler minor hiccups and fesd that if these costs wero socialised
Suppier would ba able, as o ciass of interested Parties, to belter ensura that the
LCC s behaoving inan overall sensibla maonner,

@15, Do you agree with the proposols and asecialed legal drafting for the consequential
changas ta the S3EC arising from the Communications Hub Support Matenols?

Mo coammeant

Q25. Do you agreo with The proposals os described under the heading of “Miscellanecus
Communlcations Hub lstues” above and the ossockaled legal dralting?
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@727, Do you ogree with (ke proposed changes to Incident Manogemeant? Pleaso provide
a rafionale for your vigws.

Mo cammant

(28. Do you ogree with the proposed approach 1o provide o more flexibe governance for
tha Errer Honding Strotegy. set out oboved

Mo Comimient

@29, Do you ograe with the proposals in relation to the fiming of the further activation of
thae 5EC Modification Process? Plieatie provide o raticnale for your resporse.

Yos

Q30. Do yow ogree with ine proposak and legal text in relation 1o 1he manner in which the
SEC Modificolion Process is lurther oclivated, inciuding 1he lemporary pefommonce of
certoln enduring Authority functions by tha Secretary of Slale? Plieoie provide a rationale
for your response,

Tes

231, Do you hove ony comments on the proposed droffing regording the scope of the
Tnreshoid Anomaly Detection Proceduress

if the Threshold Anomaly Deteclion Procedures allow tor the ssie of guidance by
thea DCC in relaoticn te the appropniale level the thresholds should be saet ot [which
wo do not necossarily dsagroa with), we wonder what the paint is of users notifying
the OCC of tha Threshalds.

332, Do you ogres with the proposed additonal text o F3 o provide allecled Supglier
Parties or the DCC with The ability 1o oppeal (1o Olgem) SEC Panel decisions relakng to
device non-complionce with the Techrical Specilicalions ond any associaled remedial
plon®

Yai
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333, Do you ogree with the propotal, and assecialod legal drallbing in relation fo
omending the definitions in preparation for the luture infreduction of fechnical
specifications into the SECT Please provide a ralionale for your view.

Mo commanl

Shouid you wish o discuss ony aspect of this motter, pleose do not hesitole fo contoct me,

Yours sincerely,
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