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• Certain Supply Meter Points were excluded from the CSS Programme

• These are defined in the UNC TPD G as ‘Non CSS Supply Meter Points’ (Non CSS SMPs)

• These are:

– NTS SMPs

– Shared Supply Meter Points

– Supplier Exempt Sites (called ‘Unlicensed’ in the UNC G 1.2.1(g))

• Note: further exclusions apply that are not considered by the UNC:

– LPG Networks (UNC deals with methane)

– Transporter Exempt Sites (NB: these are not present in UKL either)

Background



• Some of the criteria for being a Non CSS Supply Meter Point are ‘elective’ (note: they are subject 

to other conditions as defined in UNC / Gas Act / etc):

– Shared Supply Meter Point

– Supplier Exempt

• Some of the criteria are not elective – i.e. the position within the Network determines they are Non 

CSS:

– NTS Supply Meter Points

– [LPG Supply Meter Points**]

– [Transporter Exempt**]

• There are not many of these Supply Meter Points – but typically those relevant to the UNC are 

very large Supply Points

** - Not relevant for this discussion related to UNC processes

Background



• Given that the criteria is ‘elective’ a process is required to allow a Supply Meter Point to move 

from being a CSS Supply Meter Point to Non CSS Supply Meter Point (and vice versa)

• The process is described at a high level in the UNC … but there remains a level of detail to 

describe the obligations on parties

• UNC describes a timetable being agreed between the Shipper and the CDSP to move a Supply 

Meter Point from CSS to Non CSS (and vice versa)

• This timetable will define what each party needs to do, and when

• The timetable will rely upon UNC / REC existing processes being orchestrated 

‘Elective’ Supply Meter Points



• We have proposed that the timetable must allow a minimum of [two months]

• We must ensure that the relevant dates align (i.e. the ‘other’ Registration will end on D-1):

– Non-CSS Supply Point Effective Date aligns with the CSS Deactivation Date, OR

– CSS Registration Date and Non-CSS Supply Point Effective Withdrawal Date

• We will need Registrations to be submitted well in advance of minimum timescales so that we 

have assurance that these dates will align 

Process Highlights



• The UNC describes the reclassification process in a reasonable level of detail in UNC TPD G4.9

– Eligibility – G 4.9.1 and 4.9.2

– Definition of the timetable between CDSP and User – G 4.9.4

• Note: the emphasis is that the CDSP will define the timetable – given that this will be an infrequent 

event then CDSP will have a prescribed timetable to follow, so provided the [2 month timetable] is 

observed there should not be any issues 

• The UNC describes the process being set out in a document that is referenced in G9.6.4

Some UNC references



Process Documentation

• Supplemented the existing Shared Supply Point documentation as envisaged in G9.6.4: 

https://www.gasgovernance.co.uk/sites/default/files/ggf/Shared%20Supply%20Meter%20Points%

20V15.0_0.pdf

• Now proposed as:

https://www.gasgovernance.co.uk/sites/default/files/ggf/Shared%20Supply%20Meter%20Points%20V15.0_0.pdf


• The key steps were described in the change pack 2989.2-MT-PO issued in March, following 

discussions at CSS DSG, change pack here: 

https://www.xoserve.com/media/43061/29892-mt-po-non-css-to-and-from-css-supply-meter-point-

switching-process-detailed-design-v1.docx

Who have we described this to already?

https://www.xoserve.com/media/43061/29892-mt-po-non-css-to-and-from-css-supply-meter-point-switching-process-detailed-design-v1.docx


Process CSS to Non CSS



Process Non CSS to CSS



• We would expect that this is an infrequent process to be enacted

• We have proposed that the timetable must allow a minimum of [two months]

• We must ensure that the relevant dates align (i.e. the ‘other’ Registration will end on D-1):

– Non-CSS Supply Point Effective Date aligns with the CSS Deactivation Date, OR

– CSS Registration Date and Non-CSS Supply Point Effective Withdrawal Date

• We will need transactions to be submitted well in advance of minimum timescales so that we have 

assurance that these dates will align 

Key Takeaway



• Provided parties are happy …. Present at July UNCC to approve the changes

• Questions?

Next Steps


