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About this document 

This document contains the full collated responses received to the MP138 Modification Report 
Consultation. 
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Question 1: Do you believe that MP138 should be approved? 

Question 1 
Respondent Category Response Rationale SECAS Response 

OVO Energy Large Supplier Approve No comment. N/A 

British Gas Large Supplier Approve No comment. N/A 

Western Power 
Distribution 

Networks 
Party 

Approve We believe that this SEC Modification should be approved 
as it better facilitates SEC Objective (a) by providing 
efficient operation of Smart Metering Systems. 

N/A 
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Question 2: Please provide any further comments you may have 

Question 2 
Respondent Category Comments SECAS Response 

OVO Energy Large Supplier Our original concerns around the funding have been addressed now 
that DCC has clarified its position. 

N/A 

British Gas Large Supplier No comment. N/A 

Western Power 
Distribution 

Networks 
Party 

We would like it noted that we think the wording in this modification and 
in response to industry comments during refinement are misleading.  
The modification is stating that there will be no further costs, however 
our understanding is that there will be, just that they will be explicit 
charges rather than being paid by all parties.  This is also detailed in 
Appendix J, 14.4-14.5 and 16.3 – 16.4. 

 

We have the following comments to make regarding the legal text: 

- We cannot find definitions for the new capitalised terms, ‘RF 
Noise Testing’, ‘Interoperability and Innovation Events’, ‘GFI 
Testing’, ‘Wired Instrumented Test Communications Hubs’ and 
‘Testing Tools’. 

- K7.5 (w) – there appears to be a blank line missing between (v) 
and (w). 

- K7.5 (w) – ‘Charing period’ should be ‘Charging Period’ 

SECAS will investigate the legal text 
comments with the Proposer which will 
result in v1.1 of the legal text being 
produced. 
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Question 2 
Respondent Category Comments SECAS Response 

- Appendix J 6.1 – believe ‘RF Noise’ should be ‘RF Noise 
Testing’.  If not ‘RF Noise’ will also require a definition as it is 
being used as a defined term. 

-  Appendix J 14.2 – ‘DCC shall’ should be ‘The DCC shall’. 

- Appendix J 14.3 – ‘DCC to test’ should be ‘the DCC to test’. 

- Appendix J 15.1 – ‘attend by DCC’ should be ‘attend by the 
DCC’. 

- Appendix J 16.1 – ‘DCC shall’ should be ‘The DCC shall’. 

- Appendix J 16.2 – Should be either ‘The Testing Participant 
shall’ or ‘Testing Participants shall’. 

- Appendix J 16.3 – ‘DCC shall’ should be ‘the DCC shall’. 

- Appendix J 17.1 – ‘enable a Testing Participants’ should be 
‘enable a Testing Participant’ or ‘enable Testing Participants’. 
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