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New Draft Proposals and Modification Proposals 

1. Purpose 

This paper provides a summary of the new Draft Proposals raised and the Draft Proposals that have 

converted to Modification Proposals in the last month. Copies of the draft Modification Reports for 

each proposal are attached to this paper. 

We seek any initial comments the Technical Architecture and Business Architecture Sub-Committee 

(TABASC) may have on these proposals at these stages in the framework, and agreement on which 

proposals it will want to provide further input on as they progress. 

2. New Draft Proposals 

This section lists the new Draft Proposals submitted in the last month and which have entered the 

Development Stage. At this point in the process, we are focused on assessing and clarifying the issue 

identified, the impact that this is having (including the impact of doing nothing) and the context of this 

issue within the Smart Energy Code (SEC). Solutions will not be discussed until the Change Sub-

Committee (CSC) has agreed the problem statement has been fully defined. 

We invite any views from the TABASC on the issue identified under each proposal, the impacts this 

may be having and any areas the Proposer may need to consider further. If you require any additional 

information on a Draft Proposal, the Modification Reports of each Draft Proposal can be found in the 

attachments to this paper or on the respective proposal’s webpages via their hyperlinks.  

 

DP118 ‘Communications Hub Finance Charges’ 

DP118 has been raised by Tim Hammond of the Data Communications Company (DCC). The Lead 

Analyst from SECAS is Emmanuel Ajayi.  

Currently, the SEC requires the DCC to send two invoices to SEC Parties, one for its general Charges 

and a separate invoice for Communications Hub Finance Charges (CHFC). Providing two invoices 

every month for SEC Parties and then tracking these individual payments has proven difficult. 

The DCC has to frequently reconcile payments which have been made in error, either because they 

have been provided with the wrong value or it has been transferred to the wrong account. The DCC is 

currently in the process of arranging finance for the next phase of CH deliveries. It is expected that 

this will amplify the issues with the current system as volumes increase and multiple finance parties 
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require payment. As DCC implements the next phase of financing of CHs and the number of monthly 

financing payments increase, this system will become untenable. 

 

DP119 ‘CH Alert Storm Consolidation’ 

DP119 has been raised by Graeme Liggett of the DCC. The Lead Analyst from SECAS is Bradley 

Baker. 

Device Alert Storms are already generating large numbers of alerts which are impacting network, 

DSP and Service User capacity. With the continuing roll-out of smart metering systems, the number of 

Alert Storms is set to increase. CSP North (Arqiva) have presented this issue and have proposed 

changes to the Home Area Network (HAN) Devices and CHs at the appropriate industry forums, with 

changes to both HAN Devices and CHs required for full protection.  

The proposed changes would “localise” the impact of Alerts to the HAN and CHs. Changes to the 

behaviour of HAN Devices are anticipated to require additional investigation and would take an 

extended period to be implemented. Changes to CHs are thought to be a quicker first path, providing 

protection whilst Device manufacturers implement a mechanism and would continue to provide 

protection against negative Device scenarios. 

This proposal would look to solve the problem for the Data Service Providers (DSPs), Smart Metering 

Technical Specification (SMETS)2 Communication Service Providers (CSPs), and SMETS2 CHs. 

 

DP120 ‘Correcting DUIS Matrix for SRV7.7 Eligible Users’ 

DP120 has been raised by Gemma Slaney of WPD. The Lead Analyst from SECAS is Joe Hehir. 

Electricity Distributors are eligible Users of Service Reference Variant (SRV) 7.7 ‘Read Auxiliary Load 

Switch Data’. This was implemented through SECMP0025 ‘Electricity Network Party Access to Load 

Switching Information’. However, the ‘Service Request Matrix’ within SEC Appendix AD ‘DCC User 

Interface Specification’ (DUIS), was inadvertently not updated when SECMP0025 was implemented. 

 

DP121 ‘Commissioning non-commissioned Devices after CoS’ 

DP121 has been raised by Paul Saker of EDF. The Lead Analyst from SECAS is Bradley Baker. 

The DCC has a 90-day target to resolve WAN connectivity to ‘install and leave’ installations. Licence 

conditions require Suppliers to ensure their Devices can communicate with the DCC once WAN is 

available.  

As a result of these timescales there is a risk that the Consumer will change their energy Supplier 

before WAN connectivity has been established. In these circumstances the gaining Supplier is not 

currently able to commission the installed Devices. This is because they require the Install Code to 

enable the installed Devices to be joined to the HAN (using SRV8.11), which needs to occur before 

the Devices can be commissioned. 

 

DP122 ‘Operational Metrics’ 

DP122 has been raised by Gemma Slaney of WPD. The Lead Analyst from SECAS is Joe Hehir. 

https://smartenergycodecompany.co.uk/modifications/ch-alert-storm-consolidation/
https://smartenergycodecompany.co.uk/modifications/correcting-duis-matrix-for-srv7-7-eligible-users/
https://smartenergycodecompany.co.uk/modifications/electricity-network-party-access-to-load-switching-information/
https://smartenergycodecompany.co.uk/modifications/electricity-network-party-access-to-load-switching-information/
https://smartenergycodecompany.co.uk/modifications/commissioning-non-commissioned-devices-after-cos/
https://smartenergycodecompany.co.uk/modifications/operational-metrics/
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Issues with transparency of reporting and relevance of the measures contained within the DCC 

Performance Measurement Report (PMR), have arisen. In its monthly review of the PMR, the 

Operations Group has found it increasingly difficult to report to the SEC Panel on the issues present 

within the report. 

As a result of the issues incurred by the Operations Group, the Operational Metrics Review (OMR) 

was undertaken to better understand the PMR measures, consider amendments and highlight any 

recommendations for new performance indicators. 

Through workshops and surveys carried out by Users, it is clear that to reporting needs to reflect the 

business processes that the DCC supports, for example, Installation and Commissioning, Billing and 

Prepayment top up. 

3. Updates to Existing Proposals 

This section lists the existing Proposals where action has been taken or progressed to a stage where 

the TABASC’s input would be beneficial to the Proposer to consider ahead of a solution, consultation 

or requesting an assessment from the DCC.  

We invite any views from the TABASC on the issue identified under each proposal and any areas the 

Proposer may need to consider further during the Refinement period of the Modification process. 

 

MP080 ‘Managing DUIS uplifts’ 

At the last TABASC meeting, SECAS provided an update on MP080’s Refinement Consultation and 

asked for the TABASC’s opinion on a change to the Proposed Solution. SECAS had stated that the 

proposed change was to remove the Technical Specification Applicability Table (TSAT) from SEC 

Schedule 11 so that the Panel could oversee the TSAT’s management without raising a SEC 

modification.  

The TABASC opposed removing the TSAT from SEC Schedule 11 stating that it would rather that 

SEC Modification Proposals still be the way to introduce or end date technical specification versions. 

The TABASC still agreed with the original scope of adding the DUIS to the TSAT. 

The Proposer and SECAS have acknowledged the TABASC’s response as well as the comments in 

response to the Refinement Consultation and have agreed that the TSAT should still remain in SEC 

Schedule 11. DUIS will still be added to the TSAT as per the original plan for the Proposed Solution 

and the Modification Report will be presented to the SEC Panel shortly.  

4. Recommendations 

The TABASC is requested to:  

• DISCUSS the proposals in this paper; and 

• PROVIDE any views or comments. 

Harry Jones 

SECAS Team 

26 March 2020 

https://smartenergycodecompany.co.uk/modifications/managing-duis-uplifts/

