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Thank you for the opportunity to comment on your further thinking on the development af the
Smar Energy Code.

In relation to your questions:

DCC Enroiment Mandate — Chapter 3

1 Do you agree with the legal drafting of the | Agres. Requiring Suppliers to take all
proposed amendment o the efecincdy and | reasonable sieps o commission SMETS:2
gas supply licence condians? Pleasa mmaters will drive the inleroparability of the
provide a rationale for your views markel and kalp ensura thal macomum costs

and consumers benafis can be realised
0z Do you agrea that this legal duty should Agron. As abova

take effect when DCC's enmolment services
are first availabla®

Pleass provice ralionae for your views
OCC Enrolmant and Communlcation Services — Chapter 4

Q3 D you hane any commeants an tha Mo comments
preposed dratting in these new subsidiary
documents?

04 Do you havae any spocfic comments on tha | No comments

proposed revised approach o dealing with
Post-Commissioning Obligations including
the propasal 1o delete Sections M2.7 and

M2 B?
Consent for joining and un-joining Consumer Access Devices — Chapler 4
Q5 Do you have any comments on the Mo comments = not relevant 1o Netwark
proposed approach? Oporator role
Consequential Changes to Sections F2, G, M2 and A — Chapter 4
QB Do you have any comments on the Mo comments
proposed drafting changes to Sections F2,
G, M2 and A7

a7 Do you agree with the proposal 1o move Agres
some of the technical detadls in F2 into a
subsidiary document in line with tha
approach taken in ralation 1o Sechons H4 5
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SEC amendments to support Smart Melering Testing = Chapter §

o8

Do you suppen the proposed changes 1o
Sechon T 1o ensure that the testing
chjectives raflect a mare up to dals version
of tha SECY

Yesa

o9 Da you agrea with tha proposal that tha Agres
DCC should offer a testing sarvice for
prospecive Mon-Gateway Supplars?
10 Do you intend to test only Devices (and ot | We will test Devices and User Sysiems against

User Syslems) against the DCC Systems?
If &0, howw and when do you intend to do
this? Is it your intention to; become a SEC
Parly and establizh a DCC Galeway
Connection; rety an other partes to interact
with tha DCC for the purposas of tasting
Devices; or anciher means (e.q. drect
connachon without being a SEC Pany)?

the DCC systams in order o ensura that tha
sysiems we are procuring from our service
providers are fully compliant with DCC
processispeclcations and 1o ensure our
oparatonal readiness for tha commencamant
of ‘DCC Live' or as soon therealier as is
possible. IV is ourintention to fes! against DCC
syslems such thal we are ready for ‘DCC L'
howaver it is not possible to give defintive
dates at this tma as our procurement of our
User Systems is not complele and as such anme
slill subject to OJEU regulatons,

As Metwork Operator we are already a SEC
party and we will establish 8 galeway
connection as is required

Public Key Infrastructure = Chapter &

211 Do you agres wih the progosals, and Agren. Tha drafting provides tha fimibility for .
pssociated legal drafing in refation ta tha tha SMKI PMA to make a decision on how fo
SMEI Recovery Precedure Guidanca proceed in the event of a compromisa of
decument? Pleasa previde a rationals for probate keys taking into account tha
YOLIF WiEw pppropriate faclors of time, cost and impact on
affacted parios
o1z Do you agrea with the proposed drafting on | Agree, The dotument s a guidance document
how changes to the SMK] Recovery Key only. The changes la SEC impose &
Guidance are managed, or do you think it requirement for the SMEI PMA 1o consult
should be a SEC Subsidiary Document and | DCC, the securty Subcommates and Parties
open ta tha SEC modificaton process? upon any amendments, ensuring the view of
Please provide B rationate for your all participants are approprialely considered
response
Q13 Do you agrea with the proposals, and Agrea. It is reasonable that if DCC has to pay
associaled legal drafting in relaticn to the out Recavery costs in accordence with L.10,
SMEI Recovery Procedura Liabilitias? this amendment permas recovery from the
Please peovide a rabonale for your view breaching party up 1o E1m per event.
We assume that £1m is a reascnable cap on
kabdty and that it is unlikely a recavery event
would excesd this limit
Q14 Do you egres wih the propoasals, and Agrea. The proposal allow for all date
associated legal drafting to wse 1K far interfaces (whether sysiems based of manual)
communications over the KGI and in 1o be secured via the sama standard
relation io TAD? Please provide a raticrala | approach.
far your view, .
015 Do you agree that 8 is necessary for the Agres, The approach will ensure enough




PMA to be abie to require Partes 1o
nominate Key Custadians? Please provide
a rallonale for your response.

custodians exisi 1o the suppor the recovery
process,

16 Do you agres wilh the preposals, and Agree. The changes aliow for the easy
associated legal draftng to make identficaton of the RFC 5280 lerms wihin the
clarificatory changes o the SMEI Cendficate | SMEI Certificate PoScias Io provide greater
Policies? Please provide a reticnale for clardy.

YOUT VW,

17 Do you agres with the proposals, and Agrea, |1 s necessary for OCC o sign
associated legal draftng 1o allow the DCC | Regsiration Data but prevents the DCC from
to become an Eligible Subscriber for certain | anonymously acting upon Devices in the role
SMEKI Organisation Certificates for the of ‘Qther user.
purposa of signing Registration Data?

Please provica a rationala for your view
Qe Do you agrea with the legal drafting to We disagres with the legal draftng

oblige Metwork Operators to establish their
Crganisaton Certificates prios to DCC Liva?
Pleasa provicda a rationala for your view,

Wa agroa with tha intent of the amendment in
so far as i seeking io ensure that Mebwork
Operators are ready and abla to provide the
necessary publc key coertificates to enable
Suppliers 1o complate their post
commissioning chligations

The accompanying consultation document
refers io an ‘obligation for Nebwork Operators
o establsh thea SME] Organisaton
Cerlificates by DCC Live” however tha
cbligation as drafted in section X11.1 of SEC
refers 1o Mebtwork Operalos being ready "Priar
to the commencemant af the provision of
Enrcimant Services by the DOC',
There is however no such clear milesions
within the industry Joint Implementation Plan
(JIP)
Wihin tha JIP there are three milestonas
which may equalfy be interpreted as being
relavani to the obligation contained within
X1
« JM_2015 SMK| and Repository Go-
Live (February 2018},
JM_2016 CCC Liva (April 2016); and
JM_£052 Cantral Planning Assumptian
for DCC Liva (August 2016)

A clarificaton received from DECC on the 1
May recommended that parties usa tha ceniral
planning assumplion of August 2016 to ba
ready for ‘DCC Live' bul & is unclear whethes
this is the miastona to which the proposad
SEC change relates. Note further that in order
to become 8 svbscriber for Organisation
Cerificates it will be necessary for B Metwork
Operator o completa the SMK| and Repositary
Eniry Process Testing (SREPT) As per DCC
process this requires a minimum of 60 working
days notce from the Mebwork Operator before




testng may commanca and this may therefore
have an impact on the abilty of Netwark
Partes (o comply with beth the SEC andg DCC

We beleve thereforn that the legal drafting is
ambigusus as to the point at which
‘commencement of the provision of Enralment
Senvices by the DCC' actually occurs.

015 Do you agrea wih the preposzal and lagal Agrea. The proposal reduces the
drafling in relaticn to the miscelfaneous administrathve complaxity of registenng SRO
changes to the PEI content? Please previde | and ARQ roles with tha SMKI RAPF and
a rationa’e far your view allows DCC to manage volumes of cerificate
__ signing requests
Security Independence Requirements — Chapter 7
Q20 Do you have any comments on the Ho comment.
proposed drefling regarding the CIO
independance requirements’?
Re-use of previously installed Communications Hubs - Chapter 8
o21 Do you agrea with the péoposals, and We agree but nete thal tha DCC must ensure

associaled legal drafting {including the
proposed changes to the CHIMSM at
Arnex D), which would permi Suppliers fo
re-wsa Communications Hubs that thay
have removed from consumer premises in
cartain circumstances?

a robust mechanism fo avoid the possibility of
a re-installed Comms Hub being
simultaneously assigned in an ‘active” state
against more than one Meter device within the
imventony

Obligation for Energy Suppllers to engage with DCC guerles on compliance with the

Communications Hub Support Matarials — Chapter

Q22

Do you agree with the propasal, and
associated legal drafting, for an chligaton
for Supplier Paries to respond o any fo
any reasonable requast from the DCC for
information pertaining to complance with
tha CH Support Matenals and for a
reciprocal cbligation to be placed on the
DCC?

Mot applicable 10 Netwark Operator role

Q23

Do you agree with the propesals, and
associated legal drafting (sncluding the
preposed changas fo the CHIMSM at
Annex 0), relating to visits by the DCC to
COMSUMes premses?

Mot applicable 1o Network Gperator role

Fallura

of Partles to accept delivary of Communications Hubs - Chapler 8

224

Do you agree with the proposal, and
associated legal drafting, for Parties to be
lsable for all reasonab’e costs and expenses
Imcwrned by tha DCC as & result ol a
delivery of Communicaticns Hubs Baing
prevenied fram taking place in accordance
with the SEC, due to a breach of the SEC
by that Party?

Not appiicabla 1o Network Operalor roe

Consequential changes to the SEC for alignment with the Communications Hub Support

Materia

Is = Chapter 8

Q25

De you agres wih the proposals and
associated lagal drafting for tha
coasequential changes to the SEC arlzing
from the Communeeations Hub Suppeort

Mot applicable to Network Oparator rale




Materials?

Miscallaneous Communications Hub ssues = Cha

028

Do you agrea with the propasals as
described under tha heading of
"Miscellanecus Communications Hub
issues” pbove and the associated legal
drafting?

The legal taxt does not specly the mechanism
by which DTG will idently the reglon inla
wihach a premiza will ba allccated howavar the
stcompanying consuliation document refers to
DCC idertfying the region by PosiCode

For Electricity Smart Melers wa do nel
consider the PosiCode to be sutable. Inslaad
the SuppliernDCC should in the first instance
ahways use the "Distributor Identifier Code’ of
tha MPAN numbar to defemina tha CSP
region.

The MPAN number should rormally always be
ovailable prior to 8 Supplier needing 1o install a
mataring system. This approach will betler
ensura alignment between the Distribubar
regions and C5P regions and reduce the
potential impact of the wrong Nehwork
Operator credentials being installed on devices
in addition ta mitigating the patential cost
impacts of Metwork Operalors hawving lo copa
with differing CSP Power Oulage sofubions (as
is currenily ungerstood)

Incident Management — Chapter 9

Q27

Do you agres wih the preposed changes (o
Incident Management? Please provide a
ratanala far your views

Agree. I s sensible Lo have ganerc
requirements covered by a single incident
management pobcy,

The changes aliow the appropriale Parties Lo
view or update Incidents and require Parties to
work co-opofabively lo resalve incdents when
they oecur.

Governance of Error Handling Strategy — Chapter 8

{axd In relation to the manner in which 1ha
SEC Modification Process is furher
activated, incluging the temperary
perormance of certain enduring Authonty
functions by the Secretary of State? Please
provide B ratonale for your response

Q2B Do you agrea with the proposed approach | Agree
ta provide a more flaxible governance for
the Error Handling Strateqy, set out abave?
Further Activation of the SEC Madification Process — Chapter 10
028 Do you ngree with the proposals in ralation | Agree. it will afow SEC Parties the epporunity
to tha timng of the further activation of the | to contribute directly tha specification
SEC Medification Process? Please provide | requitermnents for future releases of IT updates,
a raticnale for your response procedures and processes beyond DCC Liva.
Q30 Do you agrea with the proposals and legal de

Agrea. It will pravide clarity and code version
conlral while the Government performs the
function (that the Authority will subsequantly
perfom in enduring govermanca)

Scope of tha Threshold Anomaly Detection Procedures document = Chapter 11

o

Do you have any comments on the
proposed drafling regarding the scope of
the Thresheid Anomaty Detection
Procedures?

Mo commants

Appeals of Panel Declslons relating to SMETS noen-compliance — Chapter 11

5




