Distribution Code Consultation Response Proforma 

DCRP/20/05/PC: EREC P18 Issue 2 – Complexity of circuits operated at or above 22kV
Stakeholders are invited to respond to this consultation, expressing their views or providing any further evidence on any of the matters contained within the consultation document. Stakeholders are invited to supply the rationale for their responses to the set questions.
Please send your responses and comments by 17:00, 04 September 2021 to dcode@energynetworks.org and please title your email ‘Consultation Response DCRP/20/05/PC EREC P18 Issue 2. Please note that any responses received after the deadline may not receive due consideration by the Working Group.
Any queries on the content of the consultation pro-forma should be addressed to DCode Administrator on 020 7706 5105, or to dcode@energynetworks.org
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	We intend to publish the consultation responses on the DCode website. Do you agree to this response being published on the DCode website? [Y/N]
	



	
	Question
	Response

	Q1
	Do you agree with the general intent of the proposed modification?  If not, please explain your views.

	

	Q2
	Do you agree that the proposed modifications satisfy the applicable Distribution Code objectives?  If not, please explain your concerns.

	

	Q3
	Since many DNOs have internal standards that apply the principles of EREC P18 Issue 1 to EHV circuit design, do you agree that extending the scope to include circuits operating at 22kV and above brings benefits in terms of harmonisation and commonality?

	

	Q4
	Do you agree with the proposed implementation approach? If not do you have an alternative implementation approach?

	

	Q5
	Do you have any comments on the proposed legal text drafting?

	

	Q6
	Do you have any other comments?

	




Please provide comments relating to the specific technical content of the proposed modifications[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Add more rows if required] 
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