Public

Connections
Network Design
Methodology

200 Beepasyher 2004 —
2Ft March 2025

L] L] L L] L]
.- L. oo s e . ~fogonsultation .~ _ ., _. D £ P
Redo ~ ' ) .- o= C .- & i _‘ ﬂ.. .- ) - - ~ .- o N ’ ‘ r ‘ + - ~ . o = o r N - B - B + ‘ L J - - J - ‘ 1
_ text shows the changes that would be required if WACM1 (CMP435) and WACM7 (CMP434) are approved NESO Iﬁ
National Energy
Systern Operator



Public * * ) *

Table of Contents

33333333333333333333333333

= | | s 1 * b 7 t -

_ .. ..., .333333333333333333333

L]
™
(9
|
o
(9

N . ~ . 33333333333333

x
w
w
w
w
w
w

x
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w

V4

-
|
r
+
’
(9

- + (Xl &L o AY

RPOO~NOURAWNR
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w
w

o
Jd

w
w
w
w
w
w :
w
w
w
w
w
(*Y)
w
w
w
w

333333333333 33

National Energy
System Operator




Public

How to read this document

Welcome to our Connections Network Design Methodology (CNDM) document . This document provides an overview of our approach to reassessing the
connections queue and assessing new Gate land Gate 2 applications under the reformed connections process, TMO4+.

Chapters 1to 3 provide an overview of the purpose of the CNDM, the process it describes and the Framework Objectives and building blocks that underpin it.
The full document provides further detail on the process and either explains the steps or refers to other related TMO4+ methodologies and guidance
documents

This document is the first version of the CNDM and explains the connections assessment and design processes for TMO4+ both for new applications and
existing applications which have met the Gate 2 criteria .

This document will be reviewed and updated in line with the relevant NESOlicence conditions .

This Methodology will be applied under the reformed connection process introduced (subject to Authority approval) into CUSC as a result of CMP434 and
CMP435 and needs to be read in the context of those processes . CMP434 sets out the enduring process for applications and offers in Section 17of CUSC and
CMP435 sets out the 6 ° * 2to Whole ™ | | precess for existing agreements in CUSC Section 18 To differentiate the enduring CMP434 and one off CMP435
processes sometimes different terms are applied in CUSC for similar steps in the processes but they are both aligned to the overall process concept of
application based on readiness, strategic alignment and assessment . In this methodology, in some cases we specifically cross refer to exact clauses within
CUSC, in others we refer generally to concepts within CUSC and in others we used defined terms from CUSC. However, in our references we have tended to
use the enduring and more intuitive CMP434 terms throughout e.g.Gated Application Window and Gated Design Process. This is for ease of readability, but

please keep this in mind when reading this Methodology e.g.a reference to a KO: * _ Application ™ 7 . ' _migAt mean in the context of CMP435 the tO- = 7 |
Agreement Request © " . ' _ anfl a reference to a KO- ‘' _ Design . _ ' _mightdmean in the context of CMP435, the KO- , ~ Agréeement Gated Design
, ) -

Please note any reference to Distribution Network Operators (DNOs) within this document refers to both DNOs and Transmission Connected Independent
Distribution Network Operators (IDNOs), unless these are explicitly differentiated

National Energy
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1.1 Purpose

1.1.Trhis methodology, along with the and the , underpin the reformed connections process
known as TMO4+, and supplement the process that will be outlined in the Connection and Use of System Code (CUSC) and System O per ator
Transmission Owner Code (STC). 1!

1.1.2The purpose of the Connections Network Design Methodology is to provide an overview of the process that NESO, Transmission Ow ners (TOs) and
Distribution Network Operators (DNOs) will follow when assessing applications to connect generation, interconnection, storage an d transmission
connected demand that have met the Gate 1 Criteria or the Gate 2 Readiness Criteria.

1.1.3This methodology will be followed by NESO, TOs and DNOs as we undertake the connections network design activities for reviewi ng existing
connections and for assessing new applications in the inaugural application window.

NESO L=

1Subject to Authority approval (of CMP434, CMP435 and CM095), and any Authority changes or additions to relevant licence condi tions. National Energy
Systerm Operator I S
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2.1 Definition: Connections Network Design
Methodology

What do we mean by the CNDM?

6 ) N A
.- & C - - < N .- - + [N o r - - 1 - - - N . - N . r - C - ~ L
‘ 1 4 H 1 L ¢ H = H = 1 = = L |

oo
an
|

It defines the process by which NESO and the TOs will undertake a technical assessment of connection applications and determi ne:
A the indicative connection date and indicative connection location included in a Gate 1 offer

A the connection date and connection point included in a Gate 2 offer, or the reserved connection date and connection point inc lud ed in a Gate 1 offer
for eligible projects

A opportunities for connections - related anticipatory investment
The methodology also:

A describes the approach being taken to apply the Gate 2 criteria to the existing queue, and how existing and transitional conn ect ions projects will be
assessed for advancement where this is requested (relevant to the one - . 6", . x __ T N - T

oo

1

A describes how capacity will be reallocated to other projects following termination or Gate 2 offer rejection
A describes how the connection design processes will interact with Government and NESO strategic energy plans

A signposts to other relevant documentation about strategic energy planning and the reformed connections process

National Energy
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2.2 CNDM: Framework Objectives

Efficient and
Sustainable

Transition to
Net Zero

Deliverability &
Operability

Consistency &
Transparency

2.2.1Five Framework Objectives have been developed to underpin the CNDM and the connection assessment processes outlined within. T hese are
shown in Figure 1 below and are to be considered on an equal footing.
2.2.2 These objectives will be updated where necessary in accordance with NESO, TO and DNO licence obligations.
Safety &
Security of Produces a network design that is safe and reliable
Supply
Economic, Enables the coordinated assessment of connections, resulting in an economic and efficient system and savings for end consumer S
Facilitates contestability and competition for design and delivery of connection infrastructure, encouraging innovation and ¢ reating

benefits through capital and operational cost savings
Considers environmental and community impacts and aims to minimise or mitigate these in the network design

Helps to facilitate the delivery of the Clean Power 2030 Action Plan (CP30 Action Plan)
Is future - proofed to enable alignment with future strategic plans such as the Centralised Strategic Network Plan (CSNP), Strategic
Spatial Energy Plan (SSEP) and Regional Energy Strategic Plan (RESP)

Provides the greatest opportunity for earlier connection dates for viable, net zero aligned generation and demand projects ac ross Great
Britain

Facilitates the connection of projects that deliver material system benefits

Promotes consistency between TOs yet respects their independence and appropriately takes account of differences between networks
Provides customers with insight as to how connection projects are assessed and the opportunity to collaborate on shaping the future of
the network

National Energy
Systerm Operator

Figure 1: CNDM Framework Objectives
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2.3 What Is In scope of the CNDM? (1/3)

2.3.1The below table provides an overview of what is in scope of the CNDM

2025/2026 scope

Application of Gate 2
criteria to the existing
connections queue

Gate 1 Assessment
(new applications and
significant mod apps)

Documenting the approach that NESO, TOs and DNOs will follow to align the existing queue to the Gate 2 criteria, and reassess

projects to determine updated connection dates, points of connection and reinforcement works.

A Revision of the queue when existing agreements are assessed against the Gate 2 Readiness Criteria

A Assessing existing agreements against the Gate 2 Strategic Alignment Criteria

A Assessing relevant projects against the Clean Power 2030 Action Plan (CP30 Action Plan)

A Treatment of relevant embedded generation, Designated Projects, projects not in scope of the CP30 Action Plan, hybrid project S,
transitional projects, holding agreements, and Gate 1 Connection Point and Capacity Reservations

A Substitutions to rebalance zonal capacities and address undersupply against the CP30 Action Plan

A Reservation for undersupply against the CP30 Action Plan

A Publishing the queue revision outcome

A Reassessment of existing contracted projects and consideration of advancement and Point of Connection (PoC) change requests

A Approach to the Existing Application Gated Design Process

A Gate 2 offers, including variations for offers of advancement

Documenting the approach that NESO and TOs will follow to produce Gate 1 offers and identify anticipatory investment.
A Purpose of a Gate 1 offer

A Gate 1 offers for existing agreements

A Approach to determining indicative connection dates and connection locations

A Connection point and Capacity Reservation for selected Gate 1 projects

A" Anticipatory Investment at Gate 1

National Energy
System Operator
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2.3 What Is In scope of the CNDM? (2/3)

2025/2026 scope

Documenting the approach that NESO, TOs and DNOs will follow to align each Gate 2 Tranche to the Gate 2 Strategic Alignment

Criteria, and assess projects to determine connection dates, PoC and reinforcement works.

A Assessing the Gate 2 Tranche against the Gate 2 Strategic Alignment Criteria

A Assessing relevant projects against the Clean Power 2030 Action Plan (CP30 Action Plan)

A Treatment of relevant embedded generation, Designated Projects, projects not in scope of the CP30 Action Plan, hybrid project S,
transitional projects, holding agreements, and Gate 1 Connection Point and Capacity Reservations

A Substitutions to rebalance zonal capacities and address undersupply against the CP30 Action Plan

A Utilising existing reservations for undersupply

A Publishing the outcome of assessment against the Gate 2 Strategic Alignment

A Assessment to determine a connection date and connection point for each project at Gate 2

A Approach to the Gated Design Process

A Design Variations, derogations, competition and contestability and bay allocation

A Approach to reallocating capacity when projects exit the queue

Gate 2 Assessment
(new applications and
significant mod apps)

National Energy
Systerm Operator
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2.3 What Is In scope of the CNDM? (3/3)

2025/2026 scope

Interactions with other
Strategic Energy
Planning Processes

Roles and
Responsibilities

A Interactions between the CNDM and CP30 Action Plan
A Interactions between the CNDM and SSEP
A Interactions between the CNDM and Transitional Centralised Strategic Network Plans (tCSNP)

A Roles and responsibilities of NESO under the CNDM

A Roles and responsibilities of TOs under the CNDM

A Roles and responsibilities of DNOs under the CNDM

A Roles and responsibilities of Transmission Connected IDNOs under the CNDM

Beyond 2026 - Enduring scope

Interactions with
Strategic Energy
Planning Processes

11

The following topics are out of scope of this initial version of the CNDM, but will feature in future iterations of the CNDM onc e these
interactions are better understood:

A Interactions between the CNDM and CSNP

A Interactions between the CNDM and RESP

National Energy
System Operator
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2.4 What policy and publications does the

CNDM refer to? (1/2)

The below table provides links to existing publications and policy documents which are referenced within this document.

Gate 2 Criteria Methodology
Project Designation
Methodology

Clean Power 2030 Report

Clean Power 2030 Action
Plan (CP30 Action Plan)

CP30 Action Plan
Connections Reform Annex

Queue Management

Technical Limits

Security and Quality of
Supply Standard (  SQSS)

Connection and
Infrastructure Options Note
(CION)

12

The sets out the two parts of the Gate 2 Criteria; the Gate 2 Readiness Criteria and the Gate 2 Strategic
Alignment Criteria. It also explains how Users evidence they have met the criteria, and how such evidence is assessed.

The explains the reasons projects could be designated, sets out the
process by which NESO will designate projects.

criteria for designation and the

NESO provided advice to Government in November 2024 on achieving Clean Power by 2030 via our

The (December 2024) builds on the advice from NESO, setting out
Ll e O ‘ ' ’ x el 0

....... so=- I + - ¢ N - -

The CP30 Action Plan contains a  Connections reform annex , which provides a detailed breakdown of the permitted capacities to 2030
and to 2035 for in - scope technologies for the purposes of aligning the connections queue to the CP30 Action Plan

Queue Management was introduced following the implementation of CUSC Maodification CMP376. The current

will be updated ahead of connections reform go - live.
The introduction of oo e . . _ ,Point Plan, working to
accelerate the connection of generation and storage into the distribution network ahead of the required transmission reinforc eme nt
works.

The SQSS sets out the criteria and methodology for planning and operating the National Electricity Transmission System (NETS)

The was previously used to assess and record the rationale for the selection of the overall preferred connection option for
the onshore connection point and offshore transmission system design, for relevant offshore projects. This process is under r
will be revised or replaced ahead of connections reform go - live.

eview and

National Energy
System Operator


https://www.neso.energy/document/357066/download
https://www.neso.energy/document/357071/download
https://www.neso.energy/document/346651/download
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/675bfaa4cfbf84c3b2bcf986/clean-power-2030-action-plan.pdf
https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/media/675c0b261857548bccbcf99d/clean-power-2030-connections-reform-annexi.pdf
https://www.neso.energy/document/294211/download
https://www.neso.energy/document/294211/download
https://www.energynetworks.org/publications/grid-supply-point-technical-limits-for-accelerated-non-firm-connections
https://www.neso.energy/industry-information/codes/security-and-quality-supply-standard-sqss/sqss-code-documents
https://www.neso.energy/industry-information/codes/security-and-quality-supply-standard-sqss/sqss-code-documents
https://www.neso.energy/document/132046/download
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2.4 What policy and publications does the

CNDM refer to? (2/2)

The below table provides links to future publications and policy documents which are referenced within this document.

Strategic Spatial Energy Plan (SSEP)

Transitional Centralised Strategic
Network Plan (tCSNP)

Centralised Strategic Network Plan
(CSNP)

Connect and Manage Guidance

Gated Modification Guidance

Material Technology Change
Guidance

13

On 22nd October NESO were commissioned to deliver SSEP. In December, we published our for
consultation.

We published the tCSNP2 in March 2024, also known as the . This is currently being refreshed and will be
published in early 2026, ahead of the first enduring CSNP. In December, we published our for
consultation.

The Centralised Strategic Network Plan will provide an independent, coordinated, and long - term approach to network planning

in GB to help achieve its net zero ambition. In December, we published our for

consultation.

How the range of works required for a connection are categorised as Enabling and Wider works is covered in the Connect and
Manage Guidance, which is expected to be updated and published ahead of connections reform go - live.

The Gated Modification Guidance will set out the types of changes which require a Gated Modification Application to be
submitted within a Gated Application Window. It will be published ahead of connections reform go - live.

The Material Technology Change Guidance will set out NESO's process for managing requests for technology changes made via
Gated Modification Applications. It will be published ahead of connections reform go - live.

National Energy
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3.1 Connections Network Design (CND)
process steps

3.1.1.This inaugural CNDM sets out how queue formation and the Gated Design Exercise will be undertaken for those applying to connectin future Gated
Application Window as well as those in the existing queue who meet the Gate 2 criteria.

3.1.2The reassessment of the existing 5
gueue is known as the Gate 2 to Whole Interactions with other strategic energy planning processes
Queue exercise and is a one - off activity.
[ CP30 Action Plan ] [ SSEP ]
3.1.3This document also sets out how the ( Input data )

connections network design process will
interact with the  CP30 Action Plan and ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘

SSEPto ensure that the generation and

demand requirements identified through ! 2 s 4
emand requirements identified throug Objectives and data Gate 2 to Whole G1 Assessment G2 Assessment
these are considered when assessing Queue

connection applications. f

3.1.4 In future versions of the CNDM, these
will be updated to include interactions
with other regional and central network

plans such asthe RESPand CSNP. 6
Roles and Responsibilities

Design Objectives

. Input
Key . . data Output data D Process step

Figure 2: CND Process Overview

National Energy
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3.2 CNDM Building Blocks

Design Objectives
and Data

Gate 2 to Whole
Queue

Gate 1 Assessment

Gate 2 Assessment

Interactions with
Strategic Energy
METRIS

Roles and

Responsibilities

The scope of the connections network design is established with setting the design objectives, the
supporting business processes and the data inputs required to assess connections applications.

Defines the process & principles for  determining Strategic Alignment and reassessing the queue once the
Gate 2 Readiness Criteria have been applied.

Defines the process and the principles for determining indicative date & location and anticipatory
investment triggered by Gate 1 projects, and the process for reserving a connection point and capacity for
selected projects.

Defines the enduring process and principles for determining Strategic Alignment and producing full
connection offers for projects that have met the Gate 2 Criteria.

Defines how Gate 1 and Gate 2 assessments will interact with Government and NESO plans such as the CP30
Action Plan, SSEP, tCSNP, CSNP and RESP.

Defines the different roles and responsibilities between NESO,TOs and DNOs when assessing Gate 1 and Gate
2 applications and determining connection dates and reinforcement works.

Figure 3: CNDM Building Blocks

One off
activity

CSNP and
RESP not yet
within CNDM
scope

National Energy
System Operator
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4. Connections
Network Design
data inputs
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4.1 Defining objectives and data inputs

4.1.1Figure 4 shows this initial step in the context of the overall Connections Network Design (CND) process.

5
Interactions with other strategic energy planning processes

SSEP

] [ CP30 Action Plan ] [

( Input data

4 4

h 4

A 4

Objectives and data

2 3
|:> Gate 2 to Whole Queue |:> G1 Assessment |:>

4
G2 Assessment

=

Design Objectives

6
Roles and Responsibilities

. Input
Key . - data D Process step

Output data

Figure 4: Objectives and Data in the CND process

18
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4.2 Establishment of CND data sets (1/2)

4.2.1 The first step in assessing Gate 1 and Gate 2 applications is to establish the required data sets. This includes determining
in scope of the assessment and developing a suitable generation and demand background on which they can be studied.

4.2.2 Sections 4.2.3 to 4.2.5 outline the data requirements for the queue formation and technical assessment of connection applicat
include the evidence requirements for the Gate 2 Readiness Criteria or the Gate 2 Strategic Alignment Criteria. These can be
Gate 2 Criteria Methodology

4.2.3 The following data sets are required to facilitate the reassessment of the existing contracted background (i.e. Gate 2 to Who

List of projects that have met the Gate 2 Readiness Criteria

List of projects that have been designated

List of projects that have been selected for Gate 1 Connection Point and Capacity Reservation
CP30 Action Plan capacity ranges, with technology and zonal breakdowns

Latest network background (i.e. latest tCSNP outputs)

For each project:

Technology type

Project development status

Scheme Briefing Note (SBN)/Data Registration Code (DRC) data
Original queue position in combined Transmission/Distribution queue (NESO Countersignature Date)
Current contracted connection date

Current contracted capacity

Requested capacity reduction (where applicable)

Current Point of Connection (PoC) and requested PoC (where applicable)
User requested advancement date (where applicable)

TO maximum advancement date (where applicable)

Construction Planning Assumptions (CPAS)

A Additional requirements for relevant embedded projects:

A Reference of original project progression

A Date project progression was countersigned by NESO

A DNO maximum advancement date (where applicable)

To Too T To o I

Too Too Too o Too To o T To o I

19

th e connections projects

ions. This does not
fou nd in Section 8 of the

le Queue):

National Energy
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4.2 Establishment of CND data sets (2/2)

4.2.4 The following data sets are required to facilitate the assessment of new Gate 1 applications:

A List of projects that have met the Gate 1 criteria
A List of projects that have been selected for Gate 1 Connection Point and Capacity Reservation
A For each project:

A SBN/DRC data

4.2.5 The following data sets are required to facilitate the assessment of new Gate 2 applications and projects that are selected f
and capacity reservation:

CP30 Action Plan capacity ranges, with technology and zonal breakdowns
Detail of reservations made for undersupply
List of projects that have met the Gate 2 Readiness Criteria
List of projects that have been designated
List of projects that have exited the queue since the last Gate 2 Gated Design Process
List of projects that rejected offers in previous Gate 2 (or Gate 2 to Whole Queue) windows
For each project:
A Technology type
A Gate 2 Readiness Date
A Date planning consent obtained (where applicable)
A SBN/DRC data
A Construction Planning Assumptions (CPAs)

o Joo To o T To Do

or connection point

NESO L=

National Energy
Systerm Operator
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5. Gate 2 to
Whole Queue
Assessment

‘National Energy
~_System Operator



Public

5.1 Gate 2 to Whole Queue

5.1.1Figure 5 shows the Gate 2 to Whole Queue exercise in the context of the overall CND process

22

5

Interactions with other strategic energy planning processes

(

[ CP30 Action Plan ] [
Input data )

SSEP

s

A 4 A 4 A 4

2 3
Objectives and data |:> Gate 2 to Whole Queue |:> G1 Assessment
\

&

Design Objectives

A 4

=

4
G2 Assessment

6
Roles and Responsibilities

Key - .

Input

data Output data D Process step

Figure 5: Gate 2 to Whole Queue in the CND process
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5.2 Application of the Gate 2 Criteria to the
existing queue

5.2.1The application of the Gate 2 Criteria to the existing queue will be conducted in stages as shown in Figure 6. Firstly, the Gate 2 Readiness Criteria will be
applied to all projects . Projects which are selected for Connection Point and Capacity Reservation will also be retained . See for more information
on Connection Point and Capacity Reservation .

5.2.2 Shortly after Readiness Declarations have been provided (including any Advancement requests) there will be a kO * | in whith the EAInformation will
be published, and Users will be able to request Advancement or amend any previous Advancement request (or withdraw) .Where Advancement is referred
to hereafter it means the Advancement request applicable after the Pause, as the Pause may have changed the composition of Advancement requests .

5.2.3 Projects in the queue will then be assessed against the Gate 2 Strategic Alignment Criteria. For technologies specified in th e CP30 Action Plan, NESO will
determine which projects align to the 2030 - time horizon. Alignment to the 2035 - time horizon will then be determined for the projects that remain.
5.2.4 Definitions of the Gate 2 Readiness Criteria and the Gate 2 Strategic Alignment Criteria can be found in the . The Gate 2
Strategic Alignment Criteria are also summarised in of this document.

Apply Gate 2 Readiness Criteria to existing agreements, also retaining any projects that are selected for Connection Point an d C apacity Reservation

V
o = . . - (4 . N .- o = . N (] N . o - 3 .- o > 5

\Z

Assess the remaining existing agreements against the Gate 2 Strategic Alignment Criteria

\Z

! L T, . L. s e P Bl P 72030 time horizon S G

T T T s oot e U T 0L 2030 fime'hotiZon |, bud, do'alfgri to the 2035 time horizon

Figure 6: Stages of applying the Gate 2 Criteria to the existing queue
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5.3 Application of the Gate 2 Readiness

Criteria to the existing queue

5.3.1The existing connections queue is GB-wide and each existing agreement has a queue position based on the date their agreement was countersigned by

NESQ The queue position of relevant embedded generation
and the date this was countersigned by NESQ Where NESOcountersigned
customer signature date will be used instead of the NESOcountersignature

signed the agreement with NESQ

5.3.2 For the Gate 2 to Whole Queue exercise, the IO - TMO4+

in the GB-wide queue will be determined based on the Project Progression they were included in,
an agreement 28 or more days later than the customer signed the agreement, the
date . For a Project Progression, the customer signature date is the date the DNO

. wilHalso include transmission connected demand projects, as well as projects with

L ’

transitional agreements applied for on or after 2nd September 2024 (Step lin Figure 7).

5.3.3 Projects which have met the Gate 2 Readiness
Criteria will progress to the next assessment stage
(Step 2 in Figure 7).

5.3.4 Any projects which have not met the Gate 2
Readiness Criteria but are selected for Connection
Point and Capacity Reservation will also progress to
the next assessment stage (Step 3in Figure 7).

5.3.5 All other projects which have not met the Gate
2 Readiness Criteria will be removed from the queue
(Step 4 in Figure 7). This will leave capacity O,

which will later be redistributed amongst other
projects .

5.3.6 The remaining projects wil be 6" | ' |, '®
close the gaps in the queue (Step 5 in Figure 7). At
this stage, these projects will retain their relative
gueue position i.e. projects will not skip over one
another to fill gaps .

5.3.7 From this point, the projects which meet the
24 Gate 2 Strategic  Alignment Criteria  can be
determined

J .-

1. Start: Pre - TMO4+ queue
(including 112 |34 |5 ]|6 71819110

)
2. Identify projects that have 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 O 10

met Gate 2 Readiness Criteria

3. ldentify projects that are

selected for Gate 1 connection 1| 2 3| 4 5 6 7 8 O 10

point and capacity reservation
9 -

4. Remove remaining 1
projects from queue

Tt 6.,.". ,.,8 . . T
projects

Figure 7: Applying the Gate 2 Readiness Criteria to the existing queue

National Energy
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5.4 Application of the Gate 2 Strategic
Alignment Ciriteria to the existing queue (1/ 4)

5.4.1 Once the Gate 2 Readiness Criteria have been applied to the existing queue and the queue has been revised as shown in , the projects that
remain will be assessed against the Gate 2 Strategic Alignment Criteria.

5.4.2 Projects will meet the Gate 2 Strategic Alignment Criteria by either being:

Y T T .. ..., , SeKlon6.2, ofthe Gate 2 Crieria Methodolqay _; of
b) aligned to the capacities within the CP30 Action Plan; or
c) designated as described in the ; or
d) a project not within scope of the CP30 Action Plan and of a technology type listed in Section 6.3 of the
L © e £ T e I ) oL
543 . . 0. _ tLT L a . - ' o e oo s forGate'2 to,Whole Queue. . ., _.

A Protection Clause 1: Projects contracted to connect by end 2026 (CMP435);

A Protection Clause 2a: Projects which are significantly progressed (CMP435);

A Protection Clause 2b: Projects which are significantly progressed (CMP434); and

A Protection Clause 3: Projects which obtain planning consent after closure of the CMP435 Gated Application Window (CMP434)

5.4.4 Projects eligible for Protection Clause 1 will retain their existing 2026 connection date and will not be adversely impacted by strategic alignment. They
will however still contribute towards the relevant CP30 Action Plan zonal capacity total. Projects eligible for Protection Cl aus e 2a will retain a place in the
gueue; however, will still be subject to the queue formation approach (shown in ) and TO reassessment to determine their final queue position

and connection date.

5.4.5 To determine the projects that meet Strategic Alignment Criteria b), the capacity ranges outlined in the Connections reform annex  of

the CP30 Action Plan will be Esed for each type of in - scope technology. These capacity ranges cover 2030 and 2035. The annex also NE so Iz

e e e T T T ST T T oA T videdinto 11, L Re S "
o5 transmission zones and 8 distribution zones. For onshore wind, the zonal split differs in granularity between transmission an d d istribution System Operator IT

between the 2030 and 2035 time horizons.
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5.4 Application of the Gate 2 Strategic
Alignment Criteria to the existing queue (2/ 4)

5.4.6 Figure 8 shows the technologies that are in and out of scope of the CP30 Action Plan. It also shows the breakdown of capacity ranges for each in -

scope technology, and whether they are GB -W|de or zonal. Unless they also meet strategic alignment crlter|a542a) c) or d), projects in scope of the

Strategic Alignment Criteria b), . : o . S R R x | ¢ $ectk®) 5.7 before they cabe* * , * " 7 ¢
deemed to have met the Gate 2 Strateglc Allgnment Criteri a.

5.4.7 Projects that can demonstrate meeting Strategic Alignment Criteria a) in the CMP435 evidence submission window will be counte d towards the
L O

Figure 8: Technologies in and out of scope of the CP30 Action Plan and breakdowns for those in scope

Technology In scope of CP30 Breakdown in Technology In scope of CP30
Action Plan? CP30 Action Plan Action Plan?

Offshore Wind GB- wide Transmission - Connected Demand

Onshore Wind Yes Zonal* Wave No
Solar Yes Zonal Tidal No
Nuclear Yes GB- wide Run- of - river Hydro No
Low Carbon Dispatchable Power Yes GB- wide Geothermal Power No
Unabated Gas Yes GB- wide Non - GB Generation No
Long Duration Energy Storage ( LDES Yes GB- wide

Batteries Yes Zonal

Interconnectors Yes GB- wide

NESO L=

National Energy S
26 *Onshore Wind has a multi - zone breakdown to 2030 and then is amalgamated to a two - zone split (Scotland, England & Wales) for 2031 -2035. System Operator



Public

27

5.4 Application of the Gate 2 Strategic
Alignment Criteria to the existing queue ( 3/4)

5.4.8 For technologies with one GB - wide zone and technologies with no distinction between transmission and distribution capacities, NE SO will align the
combined transmission and distribution queue to the CP30 Action Plan and determine which projects meet the Gate 2 Strategic A lig nment Criteria.

5.4.9 For technologies with zonal breakdowns at transmission and distribution, NESO will align the transmission queue to the CP30 A ction Plan and DNOs will
provisionally align their distribution queues to the CP30 Action Plan. DNOs will share provisional allocations with NESO for fin al determination of which

projects meet the Gate 2 Strategic Alignment Criteria. Note this differs to the arrangements for Transmission Connected IDNOs . See for more

detail on the DNO and Transmission Connected IDNO responsibilities in this part of the process.

5.4.10 Projects will be assigned to zones based on where they are currently contracted to electrically connect to the Transmission o r Distribution network,
rather than based on the location of the land on which the project will be situated. Although the CP30 Action Plan names Dist rib ution zones after the
relevant DNO, a project connected to a Transmission Connected IDNO will be assigned to the Distribution zone that covers the geo graphical area in which

the project is contracted to connect.

5411, -7 7~ R < N 1 - CrT LT . .. .. 7 . suthawaythatthe | *

zonal sub - queues will remain harmonised with the GB - wide queue, i.e. after alignment is conducted, the projects in zonal sub - gque ues will all have their
place in the GB - wide queue relative to projects in other zones or of other technology types.

5.4.12 The capacity breakdowns outlined in the CP30 Action Plan for each technology type also include capacity that is installed and op erational. For the
purposes of aligning the existing queue to the CP30 Action Plan, NESO and DNOs will calculate the remaining available capacit y, hereafter referred to as the
o, . . . . " LJasfollows: . _ 4

1. Forthe 2026 to 2030 phase, NESO and DNOs will use the 2030 Regional capacity breakdowns for each zone and technology and deduct the latest
installed and operational capacity figures from this to determine the permitted capacity against which to align the existing queue N Eso I 2

2. Forthe 2031 to 2035 phase ,NESO and DNOs will use the 2035 Regional capacity breakdowns for each zone and technology and deduct National Energy IT
Syst o] t
the relevant 2030 regional capacity breakdown from this to determine the permitted capacity against which to align the existing queue. yem Bperster
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5.4 Application of the Gate 2 Strategic
Alignment Criteria to the eX|st|ng gueue (4/ 4)

5.4.13 Where the CP30 Action Plan outlines a capacity range, such as the 6~ x 1ol <L, _ . _.andthe ,6'x"17¢ 1 -defivéed . . B
‘ Ce ,NESO will deduct from the high end of the range.

J

5.4.14 Figure 9 shows an example of how the permitted capacity for Offshore Wind would be calculated.

Figure 9: Example of calculating the permitted capacities for 2030 and 2035

Government Clean Power 2030 Action Plan data: Offshore Wind NESO Permitted Capacity Calculations

Current Installed Capacity* 14.8 GW 2030 Permitted 50GW - 148 GW  35.2 GW
. Capacity ' :
-0 x el o . . o L. .Y, 43050 GW " 7 03 g
5 Permitte
2035 FES- derived Capacity Range 72 to 89 GW Capacity 89 GW - 50 GW 39 GW

Source:
*NESO will use the latest figure as of the closure of the Gated Application Window

5.4.15 Assessment againstthe  Strategic Alignment Criteria will also consider the advancement requests permitted as part of the Gate 2 to Whole Queue

evidence submission. There are several conditions to consider when requesting advancement, to ensure that these requests are rea sonable and that Users

requesting advancement only apply where they are confident they can deliver to expedited timescales. See for more information.

5.4.16 shows an example of how NESO will identify eligible projects and evaluate them against the 2030 and 2035 permitted capacities

5.4.17 Projects that meet Strategic Alignment Criteria d), i.e. are of a technology type listed in as not in scope of the CP30 Action

Plan, will follow a similar process to that outlined in T R, o, .. . ... NESOI& A
. . onal

types. See for more information. oo IT
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5.5 Aligning the queue to the 2030 phase

5.5.1 All projects in scope of Strategic Alignment Criteria b) which indicate that they are able to connect in 2030 or earlier will be considered against the
2030 phase for their technology type, in their zone of the network. Eligible projects include those which have met the Gate 2 Readiness Criteria (or are
selected for Connection Point and Capacity Reservation ) and either:
a) Have a contracted connection date of 2030 or earlier
b) Have a contracted connection date of 2031 or later, and request advancement to 2030 or earlier, or
c) Have a and request a connection date of 2030 or earlier
5.5.2 For the contracted connection date to be a reliable metric in determining alignment to the 2030 phase, and to maximise likeli hoo d of a similar or
improved date as an outcome of the Gate 2 to Whole Queue exercise, we will maintain the existing relative queue positions of projects that align to
the 2030 phase . |, ° ) ) C - n L .o Lot .., o allerprofexts T, , T,

being delayed behind more significant works and potentially putting their existing contracted (2030 or earlier) date at risk.

5.5.3 Our has found that delivering the already planned wider transmission network, and accelerating a further three projects
to 2030 delivery, should enable us to achieve  Clean Power by 2030. Maintaining existing relative queue positions will therefore minimise the changes
required to this plan as a result of reassessment and help to maximise utilisation of both the existing network and planned build ahead of 2030.

National Energy
Systerm Operator
29
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5.6 Aligning the queue to the 2035 phase

5.6.1 All remaining projects in scope of Strategic Alignment Criteria b) which indicate that they are able to connectin 2035 or ea rlier will be considered against
the 2035 phase for their technology type, in their zone of the network. Eligible projects include those which have met the Ga te 2 Readiness Criteria (or are
selected for Connection Point and Capacity Reservation )and either:

a) Have a contracted connection date of 2035 or earlier

b) Have a contracted connection date of 2036 or later, and request advancement to 2035 or earlier

c) Have a and request a connection date of 2035 or earlier; or

d) Met one of the three eligibility criteria in , but did not align with the 2030 phase
5.6.2 For the avoidance of doubt, if a User with a contracted connection date of 2036 or later does not request advancement to 2035 or earlier, their project will
not be considered for in scope of Strategic Alignment Criteria b). Projects seeking a connection beyond 2035 must meet Strate gic Alignment Criteria a), ¢)* or

d), or they will not receive a Gate 2 offer.

563" 7, . . ... .. L. Lo, oo ... " -2035Cconnegtion date from pretQ - TMO4+galong with' projects which
were due to connect in 2030 or earlier but did not align to the 2030 phase. Consequently, the programme of works required to con nect these projects will likely
require more revision than the programme of works between now and 2030. There is also greater opportunity to optimise the pro gra mme of works for this

period, as less of this work will already be underway and there will be more time to replan and procure necessary assets.

5.6.4 As such, preservation of original relative queue order within this period is less critical. To further support the protection s set out for certain existing projects,
after sorting projects by their planning (and protection) status, N | © N SRS < R
5.6.5 Projects which align to the 2035 phase will have been placed later in the queue than projects which align to the 2030 phase a s part of the queue
reordering activity outlined in . As a result, these projects may have been moved back in the queue and therefore may receive a Gate 2 offer with a

later connection date than their original contracted date.

NESO L=

National Energy S
. , . A - . System Operator
30 *Only those designated , . * .. ... 10 . . ... .. R e
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5.7 Aligning the queue to the CP30 Action
Plan (1/ 3)

5.7.1 After , the process outlined in  Figure 10 will be used to determine the projects that meet Strategic Alignment Criteria b):

1.Form a sub - queue for each technology in each zone

(e.g. Solar in Transmission Zone T1) 1 2 3 4 S 6 I 8 9 10| 11| 12| 13| 14|15

27 T e st o 21314 (51671819 (1011121131415

3. Assign these projects to a phase, based on their Phase 1 (2026 - 2030) Phase 2 (2031 - 2035)

contracted connection date, or advancement date

where requested* 1 3 4 13 9 10| 15

4. Determine the planning status of the remaining

projects and order them based on this planning status 2 5 - V4 8 11 - » 2 5 ! 8 11 -
5. Relevant TO/DNO identify any network limitations Planning Submitted Land Rights
preventing advancement (prior to detailed network study) Phase 1 (2026 - 2030) : A .
6. Where remaining projects have an existing or 1 3 4 13| 2 5 7 | <

requested date of 2030 or earlier, add them to Phase 1

until the permitted capacity is reached

Phase 2 (2031 - 2035)
7.Add the rest of the remaining projects to Phase 2 Projects 12 and 14 do not <
until the permitted capacity is reached. Any exceeding 9 10 15| 8 11 receive a Gate 2 offer
this will not receive a Gate 2 offer 1

8. Return Phase 1 projects to existing relative queue 1121314 |5 7 1131 9 [10/15| 8 | 11 .

positions and recombine Phase 1 and Phase 2
Figure 10: Process for aligning the queue to the CP30 Action Plan N Eso u
National Energy
) e ) o, T T T T T T roﬁ.‘,s‘i*“eﬁ"p?r.““’“lh'o

Phase 2,°e{/eh if this results in the 2035 E)eerm‘itted capacity being exceeded. i

31
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5.7 Aligning the queue to the CP30 Action
Plan (2/3)

5.7.2 For directly connected generation projects, their Transmission Entry Capacity (TEC) will be used when determining alignment to the CP30 Action

Plan. See Section 5.8 for how relevant embedded projects will be treated, and Section 5.11 for how hybrid or co - located projects will be treated.

5.7.3 As stated in , projects eligible for Protection Clause 1 will retain their 2026 connection date and therefore will not be adversely impacted

by aligning the queue to the CP30 Action Plan. In the unlikely event that the process in results in a project of this type being categorised in

O £ | © T £

S 13 O LT ., ', emporary .. ' _
restrictions on availability, the former will be used when determining alignment to the CP30 Action Plan. If advancement of t he O . A 1O S h

[} . t 1
-+ o = ° ~ ° A .- . N L) A—_— N o * N + o * .- £

5.7.5 Projects aligned to Phase 2 will not be restricted to connection dates of 2031 or later, where the network can facilitate an
following the assessment of all Phase 1 projects, there is still capacity available on the network prior to 2031, then Phase
an earlier connection where they have a contracted connection date of, or have requested advancement to, 2030 or earlier.

5.7.6 Step 5 provides an opportunity for TOs and DNOs to review the revised queue and identify any cases where it is clear thata p
advanced. For example, a project with_a‘contracted conqection date of 2034 could request advancement to 2028 and as a result

X 1 1 L |
sax T, -
,

5 + o - € L [l ~ + o s~ o * o o r N -

oL makie T L LT e NI TlTa ST anids

- € T ' L ’ T 5 + N~ T N % o o ~ - ’ [ )

5.7.7 Step 5 will only allow redistribution between Phase 1 and Phase 2, and will not result in a project being removed from the qu
network limitations. For example, where a project with a date of 2036 or later has requested advancement to 2035 but cannot b
network limitations, it will remain in Phase 2 and will not be removed from the queue entirely as a result.

+
- ) ) -

ear lier connection. If,

2 projects will be considered for

. projectis reallocatet to

roj ect cannot be
be ] . t [ 1

- N

o -
) =

eue solely because of
e advanced due to

National Energy
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5.7 Aligning the queue to the CP30 Action
Plan (3/3)

57.87 . . C K o ’ K “_ .Y . . T istjng agreements for .
prorects which have met the Gate 2 criteria will remaln in effect until a Gate 2 Modification Offer is provrded and is srgned

5.7.9 Projects that are deemed not to meet the Gate 2 Strategic Alignment Criteria (projects 12 and 14 in the example in ) will not receive a

Gate 2 offer. For existing agreements that are directly connecting to the transmission network, the User will instead receive a Gate 1 offer via an

Agreement To Vary (ATV). Embedded small and medium power stations will fall back to their existing offer with the DNO. See for more
information.

5.7.10When aligning to the 2030 time horrzon and determlnlng the projects |n Phase 1; projects will count towards phase 1 where some or all of their

capacity isaligned  *  __ . ", | S e e N O L < .~ .udedtn ° 7
Phase 1.

5.7.11When aligning to the 2035 time horizon and determlnlng the projects in Phase 2; projects will count towards phase 2 only Where aII of their

capacity is aligned  * ‘ h 2 L O S < | . ' omaxically, ’
be included in Phase 2. NESO would however Where approprlate invite the User to reduce capaC|ty to faC|I|tate inclusion | |n Phase 2.

5.7.121f, for a staged or hybrid project, one element of the project is deemed to meet the Gate 2 Strategic Alignment Criteria and ano ther is not, then the

User will be issued with a staged offer to separate the Gate 2 element of the project from that which only meets Gate 1.

National Energy
33 System Operator
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5.8 Relevant embedded generation in the
revised gueue

5.8.1 The exercise in will be provisionally conducted by each DNO for their zone(s), using sub - queues of Small and Medium embedded
generation only. Developer Capacity or TEC (as appropriate) will be used when determining alignment to the CP30 Action Plan. Appendix 1 contains a
more detailed example of this and shows how this relates to existing Project Progressions.

5.8.2 DNOs will recommend those which, through their assessment, they believe have met the Gate 2 Strategic Alignment Criteria. NES O will then review
this alongside all other zonal allocations at distribution and transmission and determine any necessary substitutions between zones. See for
more information on substitution.

5.8.3 As part of this recommendation , DNOs can also provide an indication of the maximum advancement that can be facilitated for a project on the

Distribution network, if this is less than the advancement requested by the User. This may be identified at Step 5 of the pro ces s outlined in

B K K I - ' N , ‘ . ) - N I-O“ € ) T ‘ 1 K T ’ T ‘ ' 5 ‘ + L. ' ‘ o ~ ﬂ ‘ + ' ’ . N , ‘ . ‘ + K + J ’ ) o -
5.8.4 Large embedded Users will also be counted towards the capacity range of their distribution zone, however this allocation will be carried out by

NESO after receiving the provisional Small and Medium embedded allocations from DNOs. This is because the Gate 2 Readiness Ev ide nce for Large
embedded Users is submitted directly to NESO and we do not wish to introduce a dependency on NESO transfer of this informatio nto DNOs before DNOs

can determine provisional alignment.

5.8.5 For the enduring Gated Application Windows, Large embedded Users will be included in the DNO provisional alignment to the CP3 0 Action Plan and
validated by NESO. In the enduring windows the DNOs will have earlier visibility of which Large embedded Users have met the G ate 2 Readiness Criteria.
See for more information on the enduring process.

5.8.6 The projects of Users who have an agreement with Transmission Connected Independent Distribution Network Operators (IDNOs) will contribute

towards the distribution zone within Which they are geographicall y sited. NESO will however conduct the CP30 Act|on Plan alignment on behalf of IDNOs,

‘ ‘ .. . Seéction8 efthe #: it ‘ for more iriformation on the -
roIe of DNOs and IDNOs |n checkmg evidence in relatlon to the Gate 2 Strateglc Alignment Criteria.

5.8.7 For the avoidance of doubt, NESO will be the responsible party for carrying out the final determination of projects which are aligned to
the CP30 Action Plan, and all other decisions regarding Gate 2 Strategic Alignment. Where these decisions differ from the DNO N Eso Iz
recommendation, this will be discussed with the relevant DNO. National Energy

Systerm Operator I S
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5.9 Designated Projects in the revised queue

5.9.1 NESO may determine that Desrgnated Prorects may be prrorrtrsed and brought forward in the reordered queue to enable more time ly connections.

Figure 11 = _ . : - 0T d 7 _erthanhindividyal " . T ¢
zonal sub - queues If prrorrtrsatron is not requrred Desrgnated Prorects will foIIow the process outlrned in Sectron 57 alongsr de other prorects of their

technology type.

5.9.2 Designated Projects already in Phase 1 based on their original relative queue position will maintain this queue position.

5.9.3 Where Designated Projects have an existing queue position that aligns them to Phase 2, but they require a connection in 2030 or earlier to deliver the
benefits they have been designated for, they will be added to the end of the Phase 1 queue.

5.9.4 Designated Projects that cannot advance to 2030 or earlier will be eligible for prioritisation to the front of the Phase 2 qu eue.

5.9.5 Projectsdesignated ' ., _ K .Y 0T oA o0 0T s s s T e,
of the Phase 2 queue.

Phase 1 (now to 2030)

_ Designated Projects to be advanced to Phase 1 will be
brought forward to the end of the Phase 1 queue.
t Designated projects already in phase 1
keep their existing relative queue position
Phase 2 (2031 - 2035)
Designated Projects that cannot
advance to 2030 or earlier will be ‘ m m
brought to the front of Phase 2
Designated Projects connecting beyond 2035 ]t N Eso &

will be added to the back of the Phase 2 queue National Energy
System Operator I S

Figure 11: Designated Projects in the revised queue
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5.10 Projects not in scope of the CP30 Action

Plan in the revised queue

5101 . * | ’ {0} ) that Fve, met'the Gate, 2 Readiness Criteria will,
be deemed to have met the Gate 2 Strateglc Allgnment Crlterla These prOJects will be sorted into Phase 1 or Phase 2 dependln g o n their contracted

‘ ‘ S S ot L oL A Y
the case for pI’OJeCtS in scope of the CP30 Actlon Plan.

5.11.1Hybrid projects will be managed according to how they interact with the system. If a hybrid project comprising of storage and an additional

generating technology intends only to export to the transmission system (i.e. import capacity is behind the meter), it will o
contributing towards the permitted capacity total for the additional generating technology. If a hybrid project comprising of
technology (or technologies) intends to both import and export to the transmission system, it will be considered as contribut
capacity totals for both storage and the additional technology (or technologies).

O Ci— O od C—tOvva

installed capacity of the technology type.

5.11.3Where one or more technologies exceeds the 2035 permitted capacity, that technology element of the hybrid project will not re
This represents the same treatment as any other project that exceeds the 2035 permitted capacity.

5.12 Transitional projects in the revised queue

5.12.1Users which have made  new applications  on or after 2 "d September 2024 and have signed a will have their projects assessed
ead iness

against the Gate

2 Readiness and Strategic Alignment Criteria as part of the Gate 2 to Whole Queue exercise. Those which have met the Gate 2 R

Criteria will be added behind all other projects in the pre - TMO4+ queue as shown in

5.12.2 Within this group they will be ordered based on the date NESO countersigned their agreement. This is prior to being assessed
the Gate 2 Strategic Alignment Criteria, at which point their queue position is subject to change as a result of the exercise in

Transitional projects may request an aspirational connection date as part of a modification application, which will be treate dasan
advancement request for the purposes of CP30 Action Plan alignment.

nly be considered as
storage and an additional
ing to the permitted

For each generating technology in a hybrid prOJect the

contrlbutlng capacity WI|| be taken as the lower of the Transmlssmn Entry Capac:lty (or Developer Capacity where applicable) of the project and the

ceive a Gate 2 offer.

National Energy
Systerm Operator
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5.13 Holding agreements In the revised queue

5131 . .. | ’ ) L ‘ a ... ... Gt .oox o T, ®&hdding "7, 0 L,

.......

agreement' has or has not preV|oust been through a network deS|gn exerC|se

5.13.2 In the event that a holding agreement has previously been through a network design exercise, the connection location and conn ection date
determined as an outcome of that exerC|se will be conS|dered within the Existing Application Gated Design Process rather than th e connection location
‘ S B ' _In tHis case, thé existing relative quelié position of these . 'projects will be used when

determining alignment to the CPSO Action Plan permitted capacities.

5.13.3 In the event that a holding agreement has not previously been through a network design exercise, a revised queue position wil | be allocated in
accordance with the onshore and offshore reservations as shown in and the network design process will be undertaken as a result to

provide a Gate 2 Offer for such projects.

5.13.4 Where a holding agreement does not meet the Gate 2 Readiness Criteria and NESO select it for Connection Point and Capacity Re servation at
Gate 1, this will also be treated in accordance with the onshore and offshore reservations as shown in

5.14 Rebalancing zonal capacities to account
for protections (1/2)

5.14.1Due to the protections NESO has prowded for eX|st|ng proiects there may be cases where permitted capacities for 2030 or 203 5 are exceeded in some
) - n . #gnment to the GB | SAvide total permitted capacitiés, * * This rébalancing. . °
will only be permitted where the criteria outIined for substitutions in Section 5.16.2 are met.

514.27 P LT T . T 1o, . ‘ e _ ' . ' . . hé GB'total) permitted. , _

capacities were exceeded When conS|der|ng onIy protected proiects then all of these proiects would still be deemed to meett he Gate 2 Strategic Alignment

Criteria.

5.14.3 This rebalanoing does not require a change to the connection location of any associated pnoject(s). Rather the permitted capacity National Energy IT
o ' ‘ ’ . - . .sedto SysemOpetaory T .

37 [ ’ n . N + . N .- N . o - i .- T . T =
ensure alignment to the overall GB permitted capacity is maintained.
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5.14 Rebalancing zonal capacities to account
for protections (2/2)

5.14.4 Figure 12 shows an example of how NESO will adjust zonal permitted capacities to account for protections.

For each technology with a zonal breakdown, the GB - wide queue will be divided into zones and aligned to the CP30 Action Plan as outlined in . In the
following example, there are 25 projects in the GB - wide queue for this particular technology, which are split across 3 zones.
For simplicity, each project is assumed to have the same 100MW capacity
The 25 projects are allocated provisionally to each zone. Projects 15 and 17 exceed the 2030 zonal permitted capacity but are KO, _ . . ' The préjetts in the
provisional allocations with the latest queue positions (projects 18 and 22) are removed to accommodate projects 15 and 17 being added. This results in the
revised zonal allocation.
Provisional 2030 zonal allocations Revised 2030 zonal allocations
and permitted capacities and permitted capacities
@ | 1|6 |10|11]15[17|20]| 21 1|6 (10| 11} 15| 1720 | 21
—_—

©® |34 81314161923_‘ 3| 4 81314161923-

925791218- 2 5| 7|9 |12Q18

] 1 < 1
The 2030 permitted capacity for each zone is now Zone 2030 Permitted Total Capacity of Adjusted 2030 Permitted
recalculated as shown in the table . Capacity to. _ . " . . 4| Capacity . ' , .
This process would be repeated for the 2035 permitted 1 SO0 LY 2l Sl
capacity for each technology with a zonal breakdown. 2 500 MW 300 MW 500 MW
Projects 18 and 22 would be reconsidered for alignment N Eso &
to the 2035 requirements. 3 700 MW 400 MW 500 MW National Energy s
System Operator

Figure 12: Example of adjusting zonal allocations and permitted capacities
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5.15 Managing cases of undersupply against
CP30 Action Plan permitted capacities

5.15.1If, after aligning the queue to the CP30 Action Plan and rebalancing the zonal capacities, there is a shortfall of capacity i n the revised queue
againsta 2030 technology permitted capacity, this will be managed either through zonal substitutions or reservation of capacity for undersupply

5.15.2 If, after aligning the queue to the CP30 Action Plan and rebalancing the zonal capacities, there is a shortfall of capacity i n the revised queue
againsta 2035 technology permitted capacity, this will only be managed through zonal substitutions . explains why reservation of capacity is not
required for the 2031 - 2035 period prior to the publication of the first SSEP.

5.15.3 Where NESO considers it clear that undersupply is a result of a more systemic issue such as supply chain delays, NESO will ad vise Government and
provide support on any appropriate policy intervention.

5.16 Zonal substitutions to address undersupply (1/2)

5.16.1Where undersupply is a result of a zonal imbalance against the CP30 Action Plan, NESO will determine whether adjusting the ca pac ity allocated to
adjacent zones will resolve the issue.

5.16.2 This will only be permitted where all of the following criteria are met:
a) The undersupply in zone A and the oversupply in zone B relate to the same technology
b) Zone A and zone B are geographically overlapping or adjacent zones
¢) The project(s) in zone B are not known* to have a significantly worse impact on local constraints than a project connectin g in zone A

5.16.3 For the avoidance of doubt, substitution between overlying or adjacent transmission and distribution zones is also permitted.

5.16.4 This approach is outlined in and is designed such that planning status is a factor in determining which projects are N Eso I 2

] = L] X
o, , woo ° 1 e A National Energy S
. . i i i . i . L Systerm Operator
*this will be determined prior to detailed network studies and as such will only consider clear cases that are known based on existing
projects and/or that can be clearly demonstrated through a high - level examination of the network and constraint boundaries
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requirement is maintained. This is explained in Figure 13.

5.16 Zonal substitutions to address
undersupply (2/2)

5.16.5 Substitution does not require a change to the connection location of the project(s) in question; rather, the permitted capacity would be i

[ ] LI [ - ‘ [ [ - ‘

J o m + - + N w o=

In this example, there are 18 projects in the GB - wide queue for this technology which are split across 3 zones.

+ = o

oo e w

ncr eased
_ntSo the,overall GB, . .

Each project has the same 100MW capacity
ies of Zones 1 and 3; meanwhile there is

These projects are provisionally aligned within each zone. Projects 12, 15, 17 and 18 exceed the 2030 zonal permitted capacit
undersupply in Zone 2.  The projects that have the earliest queue positions and are outwith their zonal permitted capacities (projects 12 and 15) are added to

their zones to substitute for the undersupply in Zone 2. This results in the revised zonal allocation shown below.

Provisional 2030 zonal allocations
and permitted capacities

Revised 2030 zonal allocations
and permitted capacities

(1] 16101115- 116

© |3]2]s]13]u]il] —> 3 | 4

© [2]s5]7]912]58] > |5

The 2030 permitted capacity for each zone is now
recalculated as shown in the table

This process would be repeated  for the 2035 permitted 400 MW +200 MW oversupply
capacity for each technology with a zonal breakdown. 2 800 MW - 200 MW undersupply
Projects 17 and 18 would be reconsidered for alignment to

3 400 MW + 200 MW oversupply

the 2035 requirements.

Figure 13: Example of using zonal substitutions to address undersupply

10 | 11{ 15
e
8 [ 13|14
1
4
719 |L12_
1

500 MW
600 MW
500 MW

+— 1

Zone 2030 Permitted Oversupply / Adjusted 2030
Capacity Undersupply Permitted Capacity
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5.17 Reserving capacity to address
undersupply (1/2)

5.17.1If undersupply against the 2030 permitted capacity cannot be resolved by zonal substitutions, then capacity and connection po ints will be
reserved to support timely connections of this technology type in future. For example, if there is 1.5 GW of onshore wind in a zonal queue, the 2030
permitted capacity for onshore wind in that zone is 2 GW, and no substitutions were possible, 500 MW would be reserved for on sho re wind in that zone.
5.17.2 Not reserving connection points and capacity would mean that this capacity would instead be allocated to projects of other te chn ology types
which are required to meet a later permitted capacity. Using the previous example, if the 500 MW were not reserved for onshor e wind, then the next
projects in the queue in that zone would be offered the capacity. If the 2030 solar requirement had already been met in that zone, the next projects in the
gueue might be projects contributing towards the 2035 solar permitted capacity. This could result in the 2035 solar projects bei ng connected earlier

than they are needed, meanwhile future onshore wind projects needed for 2030 could be delayed as they would be at the end of a longer connections

gueue when they ultimately join it.

51737 . Lt LT T s e o L L, o, o, a T, ere possible. Zonés, T
with undersupply against the 2030 permitted capacity will be publicised once the alignment to the CP30 Action Plan is complet e, along with details of

any reservations made in relation to undersupply. See for a full list of the information that will be published in relation to this exercise.

5.17.4 Reservations for undersupply will be added to the queue such that the largest cases of undersupply are given the earliest que ue positions. For
example, if in a particular zone there is an undersupply of 500 MW of solar and 1GW of onshore wind, then the onshore wind re servation would receive an
earlier queue position. shows how reservations for undersupply will be added to the queue ahead of TO reassessment.

5.17.5 Reservations for undersupply will not be held for a particular project. Any project that addresses the technology undersupply in that zone and

meets the Gate 2 Readiness Criteria will be able to apply to Gate 2 and seek to make use of this reservation. These reservati ons will not be held

exclusively for projects that match the specification of the placeholder exactly.

NESO L=
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Systerm Operator

<~



Public

5.17 Reserving capacity to address
undersupply (2/2)

5 17 6 L _ _ . [ L ‘ = _ . L | ’ oL
within the zone. Substatlons W|th a hlstory of connectlons of that technology type (|nd|cat|ng prOJect V|ab|I|ty) WI|| be pri
connection of this technology would help to alleviate rather than exacerbate constraints. When studying these reservations, T

of locations or more onerous conditions to ensure projects that do not exactly match the placeholder can still be accommodate

. . Ubs tatibn capacity

oritised, as will those where a

Os may also study a range
d.

5.17.7 Reservations will not be made for undersupply agalnst the 2035 permitted capacity . As applications for 2036+ connections will not be accepted

- - - ¢ - ) - ’ t ’ v ‘

J ~ J o - J - -

alignment criteria c)), the queue will not extend beyond projects aligned to the 2035 permitted capacity for each technology.
addressing 2035 undersupply can join the end of the queue when applying to Gate 2 in a future Gated Application Window.
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5.18 Publishing the queue revision outcome

5.18.10nce both the Gate 2 Readiness and Gate 2 Strategic Alignment Criteria have been applied to the existing queue, NESO will pub lish the outcome of
this activity in a sufficiently anonymised and amalgamated fashion. This will inform existing and prospective Users of the re vised status of each zone for
each technology (e.g. showing any remaining permitted capacities) and inform future applications to Gate 2.

5.18.2 Based on the outcome of the Gate 2 Criteria assessment and as soon as reasonably practicable, the following will be published for each zone by
NESO to the extent it is practicable (and where it does not result in individual projects being identifiable):

a) MW volume of projects that are expected to receive a Gate 2 offer, broken down by allocations to Phase 1 and Phase 2
b) MW volume of projects that are expected to receive a Gate 1 offer (or, for small and medium embedded Users, revert to an existing DNO offer)

- ‘ L = -

O L £ e e e e e e

d ~. " T L T e T L o, ... A o e o
e) Detail of any changes made to the permitted capacity in the zone as a result of substitutions

L)/ 1 O € L L e e
£ L © N =

h) MW permitted capacity (per technology) remaining that is available for future Gated Application Windows
i) Total MW volume of designated projects and reasons for these

5.18.3 If, for any of the information listed in 5.18.2, a zonal breakdown will result in individual projects being identifiable, thi s data will be amalgamated

and presented for larger zones (e.g. Transmission Zone 1 and Distribution Zone 1 combined, all zones in Scotland combined, et c.)

5.18.4 5.18.2 e) and 5.18.2 h) will not be amalgamated to provide clarity ahead of the next CMP434 application window as to where pe rmi tted capacity

has not yet been reached.

5185 _. ., . ‘L. T .o o, o T, oA s o T oA, nthe T
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5.19 Regional study preparation (1/2)

5.19.1 The Phase 1 and Phase 2 sub - queues for each in - scope technology in each zone will initially be formed as shown in These sub - queues will
then be recombined into the GB - wide queue along with Designated Projects and projects not in scope of the CP30 Action Plan. From here, NESO and TOs can
apportion the queue into regions appropriate for studies.

5.19.2 Once the appropriate study regions have been determined and the associated queue has been formed, any prOJects WhICh were sel ect ed for Gate 1
Connection Point and Capacity Reservation and do not yet have a confirmed connection point . T ' " hose
selected for connection point and capacity reservation will be ordered such that onshore projects are placed ahead of offshore prOJects ThIS orderlng only

applies to reservations and not to onshore and offshore projects more broadly. See for more information on Connection Point and Capacity
Reservation.

5.19.3 Figure 14 on the following page shows an illustrative example of how Gate 1 connection point and capacity reservations and undersupply reservations

will be added to a regional study queue.

5.19.4 Reservations for specific projects will be placed ahead of non - project specific reservations. The order of project - specific rese rvations relative to each
other will be determined by their existing relative queue position.

5.19.5 There are expected to be very few, if any, Gate 1 connection point and capacity reservations made for offshore projects in Ph ase 1, due to their longer
lead times and therefore low likelihood of being able to connect in 2030 or earlier if they have not yet met the Gate 2 Readi ness Criteria. Similarly, there are
likely to be minimal reservations made for undersupply of offshore projects in Phase 1.

5.19.6 Where Gate 1 Connection Point and Capacity Reservations are made for prOJects which have already had their connection point ¢ onfirmed, these will
L © R £ . . .. . Seqidn5.23 formoréinformation. . T, . . .7, 0 L,
5.19.7 As highlighted in \ reservation for undersupply will be added to the queue such that the largest cases of undersupply are given the earliest qu eue
positions.

5.19.8 Figure 14 does not show any undersupply reservations for the Phase 2 (2031 - 2035) period, as reservations will not be made for undersupply against

the 2035 permitted capacity. See section for further detail.
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5.19 Regional study preparation (2/2)

Phase 1

Regional T/D Onshore reservations in Onshore undersupply in Offshore reservations in Offshore undersupply in
Combined Phase 1 Queue Phase 1 Phase 1 Phase 1 Phase 1
1|23 |4|5|6| =4 |7]|8 4+ (9|10 < 11 -+ 12
Ordered as described Ordered in pre - TMO4+ Ordered by largest to Ordered in pre - TMO4+ Ordered by largest to
in gqueue positions where smallest undersupply queue positions where smallest undersupply
applicable

applicable

Phase 2 2036+

Regional T/D Onshore reservations in Offshore reservations in
Combined Phase 2 Queue Phase 2 Phase 1
13|14 |15|16| 17|18 19| 4 |20 |21]|22| 23 | 24 + m
Ordered as described Ordered in pre - TMO4+ Ordered in pre - TMO4+ Projects Designated under the
in queue positions where gueue positions where 0 ¢ = q
applicable applicable Pt s T e T ’
Combined
Thesesub -, . ‘. . ... ‘“_.,"7 .. .. ... . ... 1O . s
112 |3 |4 5 6 7 | 8 9 |10 11| 12|13 (14| 15|16 | 17|18 | 19|20 | 21|22 |23 |24 m
< Phase 1 > < Phase 2 >
Figure 14: Example of how reservations will be added to a regional study queue. NESO &

National Energy s
. . . . . . L. System Operator
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5.20 Approach to the Existing Application
Gated Design Process

5.20.1 The stage of the Gate 2 to Whole Queue process in which projects are reassessed is referred to as the Existing Application Ga ted Design Process.
5.20.2 Once the regional study queue has been formed, NESO and TOs can prepare for reassessment of these projects. NESO first create s Construction
Planning Assumptions (CPAs) and confirms which projects should be assessed against which set of CPAs. This determines the sce nar ios and associated
generation background against which the projects in question will be studied. These CPAs are then provided to TOs to use in t heir studies.

5.20.3 Through studying the network under several scenarios (e.g. winter case, summer outage case, high import, high export etc.), t he relevant TO will
determine the limitations of the network with the proposed connection in place. The types of assessments undertaken within co nne ction offer
timescales will include thermal, fault level and infeed loss assessments. The relevant TO may identify specific cases where additional studies are

required (e.g. NPS, rotor angle or voltage stability) however these will normally be conducted at a later date, prior to conn ect ion.

5.20.4 The relevant TO will then propose any additional reinforcements required to facilitate the connection.

5.20.5 Of the reinforcements identified, how these are categorised as enabling and wider works will be covered in the Connect and Manage Guidance.
5.20.6 Categorisation of works for charging purposes is covered in CUSC Section 14 .
5.20.7 Where a User has expressed a preferred alternative PoC alongside their submission of Gate 2 Readiness evidence, NESO and the TOs will

endeavour to consider this preference as part of the reassessment process.

5.20.8 Through this reassessment process, it is likely that projects will encounter consequential changes to their existing User Com mit ment or Final Sums
liabilities and securities. Any such changes will be set out within the Gate 2 Modification Offers, and liabilities and secur ities will continue to be calculated
under existing arrangements within the CUSC e.g. as per CUSC Section 15 in respect of User Commitment. N ESO I i
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1 *xs 6. ) B

5.21.1TOs will reassess the existing queue in three stages: first, the projects in Phase 1 will be assessed, followed by the projec ts in Phase 2, and finally any
projects that meet Strategic Alignment Criteria a), c) or d) and are due to connect beyond 2035.

521.2_ _. : K B s T x 7 6., - B .. ' _ .7 . .eréquiredto,where ' ' _ _
pOSSIble facilitate connection of the Phase 1 prOJects by 2030 and the Phase 2 projects by 2035. Flgure 15" e L, 6
and shows how this would be approached on a regional basis. This approach will be repeated when studying the Phase 2 pI’OjeCtS an d may then also be

used for any 2035+ projects if required.

5.21.3 Forming the regional study queue in this way facilitates the collective assessment of Gate 1 offshore projects requiring conn ect ion point and capacity
reservation. Grouping these projects enables a more coordinated connection to be developed and several onshore interface/connect  ion points to be
considered without impacting the rest of the queue.

1.Form Phase 1 regional study queue 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 111 12
2.Conductan O, ' _ e
needed to connect all pl‘OjeCtS except offshore reservations 1 2 3 4 5 6 ! 8 9 10

3. Then in parallel:

a) . ' o, L. ‘ "7 .. A 7 byDevelopa regional .offshore design and.determine the s
to 10 to determine which reinforcements are triggered by each - optimal onshore interface/connection  points for the offshore
project R | © S :
1 identified reinforcements from Step 2 as the background
Onshore
reservations
1 2 l 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 Offshore
reservations
Regional
_é. 2 3 offshore
design I i:
1|23|als|e|7]8]9]10 B e NESO

National Energy
5 System Operator

Figure 15: Example of how the Phase 1 queue will be assessed for each study region
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5.22 Incremental studies (1/2)

5221 C 6, ) B LT C ) ’ C ... . " Sestudieswillidentify any =, "

- + - - ’ ~ ’ ~ . o tl - J - ~ ) . (4 L 4 N . S
changes required to the delivery timescales of these works, as well as identifying any new requirements for local works.

5.22.2 TOs will use a combination of queue - based and year -based studiestore - optimise the planned works and then determine which proje cts trigger or
are dependent on these works. It is changes to these works and their delivery dates which can facilitate advancement for proj ect s which have requested it.
5.22.3 The potential removal of enabling works will still be considered for projects that do not request advancement. See for an example of how this

will be conducted.

5.22.4 Queue - based studies involve assessing a project against all the other projects ahead of it in the queue, regardless of the year in which those projects
are due to or requesting to connect. Year - based studies focus only on the projects that will be connected before or within the y ear being studied. The former
is required to determine which works each individual project triggers. The latter can be used to identify cases for further a dva ncement where appropriate.

5.22.5 There may be cases where not all projects need to be reassessed individually. Smaller projects may be combined and assessed c ollectively, where it

is likely that the group of projects will all receive the same or a similar outcome from the assessment.

5.22.6 TO discretion will be applied to determine when it is suitable to group projects for assessment. In cases where a group of pr oje cts are found to trigger
a reinforcement, further studies may be conducted as required to determine which projects in that group trigger the reinforce men t.

National Energy
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5.22 Incremental studies (2/2)

5.22.7 By preserving the relative queue position of projects in Phase 1, NESO and TOs minimise the risk of projects that do not request advancement
being negatively impacted by the reassessment of other projects.

5.22.8 Although it is possible that projects will receive a later connection date following this reassessment, it is anticipated to be a rare outcome when
reassessing projects that align to the 2030 permitted capacity.

5.22.9 Figure 16 shows how projects will be reassessed against the previously identified programme of works. This is a simplified and illustra tive example

t t X

[4 * K l * ‘ .- .- ’ T ~ .- J - - ' ~ l o ﬂ.. L ) ~ ) ~ J - . o - + n - + .- [4 o r o - N . - N - - - + + ~ o - +
5.22.10 Due to the revised queue order in Phase 2, the required reinforcements and their associated delivery plans are more likely to change.
Pre- TMO4+ Application of Gate 2 criteria Reassessment of remaining projects:
| | |
1{2|3]41|5]6]7 > 1{3[a]7]1
| 1 1 | —
A B C A B C
A Project 1 originally required Projects 2, 5, and 6 did not Projects 3 and 7 have requested advancement.
reinforcement A _ meet the Gate 2 criteria, Project 3 is studied individually; 4 and 7 are studied as a group.
A Project 3 originally required and so are removed from Project 3 requires reinforcement A (and no longer requires B)
reinforcements A and B the queue. Project 7 requires reinforcements A and B (and no longer requires C)

A Project 4 originally required
reinforcements A, B and C.

Based on these results, it can be deduced that project 4 also no longer
requires reinforcement C.

Further studies may be required to determine if project 4 also triggered
reinforcement B.

Figure 16: Example of how Phase 1  will be reassessed N Eso &
ional
Syatom Operator [

To o To o I Do
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5.23 Regional Offshore Design

5.23.1. Offshore projects must be assessed separately due to the additional assessment required to determine their onshore interface/connection point. This
is more effectively managed by grouping these projects together at the end of the queue. See for further explanation.
5.23.2 The regional offshore  design will resemble that of the previous Connection and Infrastructure Options Note (CION) process , Whereby several
connection options are assessed from an economic and environmental perspective in addition to assessing their impact on the o ver all transmission
system.
5.23.3 For the Gate 2 to Whole Queue assessment, it is expected that the majority of projects requiring a CION - type assessment will hav e already been
through this type of assessment previously and had their onshore interface/connection point confirmed as a result. In these cases, the projects will be in

‘., . _incremental O , ' " A ' SecjopngZ2., ' 7
5.23.4 Offshore projects which are within scope of the Holistic Network Design (HND) or HND Follow - up Exercise (HNDFUE) will have already been assessed
via these separate processes .Asin 5.23.3,such projects will therefore already have had their onshore interface/connection point already confirmed. In these
cases, the projects will alsobe ™ | ‘ _, _incremental . . KO 7 4*
5.23.5 Therefore, only those offshore projects which require a new regional offshore design (i.e. where not having previously been t hro ugh a process set out
in 5.23.3 or 5.23.4 to identify the onshore interface/connection point) will need to be separately assessed as per 5.23.1 (an d ).

National Energy
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5.24 Reassessment of relevant embedded
generation (1/2)

5.24.1 Where appropriate, assessments will also be undertaken at Grid Supply Points (GSPs) to determine any further local or GSP works required to
connect relevant embedded projects. These assessments will enable TOs to identify requirements for e.g. new Super Grid Transf orm ers (SGTSs) or any
requirements to resize those previously proposed.

5.24.2 The relevant TO will identify the scenarios where a GSP may require reassessment. NESO expect TOs to prioritise the following scenarios when
determining which GSPs require reassessment as part of the Gate 2 to Whole Queue exercise:
a) Where a high percentage of projects previously contracted to connect at the GSP have been removed from the queue following th e

application of the Gate 2 Criteria
b) Where a high number of  Project Progressions are associated with a single GSP
c) Where works associated with new SGT(s) have been triggered

5.24 3 will continue to be used to facilitate the connection of relevant embedded generation before transmission reinforcement works
have been completed.

5.24.4 In area s where Technical Limits are not currently in place, other design variations will be explored to facilitate earlier connectio ns under
temporary restrictions to availability.

National Energy
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5.24 Reassessment of relevant embedded
generation (2/2)

5.24 .5 If a Phase 1 project cannot be connected in 2030 or earlier under a firm (or enduring non - firm) connection, it will be assessed
Limits for 2030 and connected earlier under temporary restrictions to availability where possible.

againstt he Technical

5.24 .6 Where Phase 2 projects have requested to connect before 2030 , these projects will be assessed against the Technical Limits for 2030 and connected
earlier under temporary restrictions to availability where possible. These projects will remain aligned to the 2035 permitted ca pacity for the purposes of
gueue position and the date of their full connection, whether that be a firm connection or a connection under enduring restri cti ons on availability. Their
earlier connection date under temporary restrictions will not result in them being counted towards the 2030 permitted capacit y.

5.24 .7 Projects which do not align with the 2030 or 2035 permitted capacities will not be permitted to connect under Technical Limit

s. This will apply until  the

SSEPoutlines a permitted capacity beyond 2035. At this point , projects that align to the 2035+ permitted capacity will be considered against 2035 Technical

Limits where appropriate.

5.24 .8 Projects eligible to connect under Technical Limits (or an equivalent Design Variation) are shown in Figure 17 .
Phase 1 (now to 2030) Phase 2 (2031 - 2035)
] .
\ ) \ Do not receive
Y Y Gate 2 offer
Eligible: Any Phase 1 projects which cannot be Eligible: Phase 2 projects which Al
connected before 2030 without temporary previously had a 2030 or earlier Not eligible
restrictions on availability connection date, or requested

advancement to 2030 or earlier

Figure 17: Projects eligible to connect under Technical Limits
52
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5.25 Advancement Requests

5251, ., . o, .o o Cee s o vy oL, beingemoved framthe, BT,
queue.

5.25.2 Alongside submitting evidence that they have met the Gate 2 Readiness Criteria, Users can also submit a modification applicat ion and request that

their project is considered for advancement as part of the Gate 2 to Whole Queue exercise. This advancement can then be later adjusted, or newly requested,

I . o R S 1Xx "

5.25.3 By reassessing the project against the updated background of fewer connection projects, it may be possible to offer an improv ed connection date.

Requesting advancement does not guarantee that the connection date of a project will be advanced. In areas of the network whe re most projects have met

the Gate 2 Criteria, there may be limited potential for advancement.

5.25.4 There is an expectation that Users will conduct the necessary due diligence before confirming their earliest advancement year and be confident that
they will be able to commit to this when updated offers are issued. The implications of not accepting an advancement are expl ain ed further in

5.25.5 For relevant embedded generation projects, the User will need to provide this information to the DNO. The DNO will then inclu de this in their submission
to NESO when confirming which projects have met the Gate 2 Criteria. DNOs will triage this advancement request and indicate a ny network limitations

preventing advancement to the extent it has been requested. This is explained further in

5.25.6 As part of their advancement request, Users will be able to advise whether they still wish to be considered for advancement i fit results in a change to
their existing PoC. For example, a User may have originally applied to connect at a substation that was at full capacity, and so the User may have been
offered a connection at an alternative substation. Once the Gate 2 Criteria has been applied to the queue, bays may become av ail able at the originally

requested substation, and changing the PoC to that substation may facilitate advancement.

5257 L A ‘ ’ - il ) ‘ [ LI ‘ ’ t ﬂ
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. . le or'optiMal &nd a,
different PoC needs to be assessed.

NESO L=

5.25.8 Projects which alignto  the 2035 permitted capacity rather than 2030 permitted capacity will still be considered for advancement to g\?stlggfgggrrgt\; i IT
53 pre - 2031 where, after all 2030 permitted capacity projects have been assessed, there is still capacity available on the network prior to 2031.
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5.26 Considering existing agreement terms In
advancement requests

5.26.1 Where a User with an existing agreement has requested advancement, their project will be assessed for advancement in line wit
existing agreement. For example, a User with a firm connection will be assessed to determine if their firm connection date ca

with enduring restrictions on availability will have their projects assessed for an earlier connection with the same enduring

those would still apply.

5.26.2 Where a User requesting advancement has an existing connection agreement with temporary restrictions on availability, and the
no longer required against the revised queue and network background, reassessment without these restrictions applied may resu

~ ﬂ t t - [ X . - ‘ t ‘ L |
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reviewed to determine if they are still applicable or need to be amended.

5.26.3 The cases in 5.26.2 are also applicable to Users with existing

7 ting testrictions will be

h the terms of their
n b e advanced. Similarly, User
re strictions, where it is clear

se restrictions are
It in advancement to the

agreements. Where changes to reinforcement works necessitate

updates to the supplementary information (e.qg. historic outage data), NESO will be ab le to supply this only for existing reinforcements and not those newly

identified as part of the reassessment exercise.

5.26.4 If the advancement request cannot be met by the assessments conducted in line with 5.26.1 and 5.26.2, the potential for furth
under new restrictions on availability will be evaluated on a case - by - case basis.

5.26.5 The further advancement described in 5.26.4 will only be considered in cases where the wider Main Interconnected Transmission

reinforcement work is on the critical path of the connection, and TO discretion will be applied to determine if this should b
that they would like to be considered for this type of further advancement in their advancement request.
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er advancement

System (MITS)
e pursued. The User can indicate
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5.27 Gate 2 Offers

5.27.1 As the Gate 2 to Whole Queue assessment process will assess 2030 and then 2035 permitted capacity projects, it is possible th at some Gate 2
offers may be issued earlier than others. NESO intend to issue offers in batches as and when these are ready.

5.27.2 As demonstrated in , Users who did not request advancement may find their updated Gate 2 offer terms change as a result of the
reassessment exercise. For those aligning to the 2030 permitted capacity these changes are primarily expected to relate to Tr ans mission Reinforcement
Works, which could then result in changes to User Commitment or Final Sums liabilities and securities.

5.27.3 In certain circumstances, e.g. where projects with contracted connection dates of 2030 or earlier are aligned to the 2035 per mit ted capacity
rather than the 2030 permitted capacity, these Users may receive updated offers with a later connection date compared to thei r original date.
5.27.4 In limited circumstances, this may also result in a change to the PoC. For example, a bay that was originally assigned to a p roj ect that has now

been aligned to the 2035 permitted capacity may be reallocated to a project that aligns to the 2030 permitted capacity.

5.27.5 NESO and TOs will endeavour to minimise cases where a PoC is changed and this is not in line with the preference expressed by th e User. However,
the relevant TO will have greater discretion to amend Points of Connection where the TO has agreed to build the connection ou tto the User. In cases
where the User is responsible for building the connection to the connection site, the relevant TO will take into account the imp act of the User's build in

changing the PoC.

National Energy
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5.28 Offer terms when a project has been
advanced (1/2)

5.28.1 Where a User requested advancement and this is consequently validated by TOs through network studies, the User will receive a
advanced connection date and updated transmission works, securities and liabilities. Users may also be offered a different Po
substation was previously at full capacity, but now has available bays.

5.28.2 Users will then have the option to either accept the offer, allow it to lapse, or request a reoffer for their original connec
acceptance period. The latter option will not be permitted in the cases outlined in 5.28.4 and 5.28.5.

5.28.3 Where an offer lapses, the User will receive a Gate 1 Offer via a Gate 1 ATV. This option is only available for transmission
embedded Users will retain their existing agreement with the DNO, however this will become indicative and subject to a future
chooses to reapply in a future Gated Application Window.

5.28.4 If requesting a reoffer for their original connection date, the User will need to agree to all other new terms of their offer
liabilities, and transmission reinforcement works, where these have changed. As the project has not been reassessed against t
in the original agreement, where these have changed, it will not be possible to revert to these and the securities associated

PoC may no longer be available and may have been reallocated to another project, therefore the newly offered connection point

5.28.5 The option to request a reoffer will not be available in cases where a User previously had a connection date of 2031 or later
advancementto pre - 2030 and as a result their project capacity is deemed to align to the 2030 permitted capacity. This is to dis
requests being made solely to enable consideration against the 2030 permitted capacity, when the User knows they are not able
or earlier.

5286~ ", 7 .. .7 T, ... T...0 A L T e T
permitted.

Gate 2 offer with an
C, for example in cases where a

tio n date during the offer
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including PoC, securities and
he reinforcement works outlined
with them. Similarly, the original
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5.28 Offer terms when a project has been
advanced (2/2)

5.28.7 If advancement is not possible and the connection date offered is later than the contracted connection date, there will not b
to the original connection date. This is because the original conditions under which the contracted connection date was issue
following the reordering of the queue and consequential amendments to the Transmission Reinforcement Works. The connection da
as an outcome of the Gate 2 to Whole Queue reassessment will be the earliest date it is possible to connect the User and ther
contracted date cannot be reverted to.

5.28.8 The earliest advancement that will be offered will be the earliest date requested by the User. Where network studies indicate
advancement could be facilitated, this will not be offered.

5.28.9 Once offered an advancement, a User will not be able to negotiate an advancement less than that which has been offered. For e
project had an original connection date of 2032, and the User requested advancement to 2028 and was offered this, they would
request a lesser advancement to a date between 2029 and 2031.
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