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[bookmark: _Toc241146009]Transforming Connections Data: Consultation Response Template
[bookmark: _Toc528681824][bookmark: _Toc108448930][bookmark: _Toc111201019][bookmark: _Toc111208968][bookmark: _Toc111209087][bookmark: _Toc111407415][bookmark: _Toc111407461][bookmark: _Toc111407495][bookmark: _Toc119321511]Publication date:	25 September 2026
Response deadline:	6 November 2026
Contact:	Alasdair MacMillan / Connections Policy team 
Team:	Electricity Connections Policy Development 
Email:	connectionspolicy@ofgem.gov.uk 
[bookmark: _Toc241146010]How to respond
You may respond to all questions or only those relevant to your organisation, expertise or interests. There is no requirement to answer every question.
For each question you choose to answer:
· select your preferred option, where applicable
· provide an explanation of your views in the response field, including supporting evidence, examples or analysis where possible
The response fields will expand as needed. 
You may provide any comments that do not relate directly to a specific question in the Additional and overarching questions section.
Please indicate in the About you section whether your response is confidential. Non-confidential responses will be published on our website.
Return your completed response template to connectionspolicy@ofgem.gov.uk by end of 6 November 2026.
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[bookmark: _Toc241146011]About you

Organisation (if applicable)
Click or tap here to enter text.
Name (optional)
Click or tap here to enter text.
Job title (optional)
Click or tap here to enter text.
Email address (optional)
Click or tap here to enter text.
Are you responding as an individual or on behalf of an organisation? (Select one).
 Individual	 Organisation
Is your response confidential? (Select one). 
 Yes		 No
Which stakeholder category best describes your organisation?
 Transmission Owner				 Distribution Network Operator
 Independent Distribution Network Operator	 National Energy System Operator
 Developer						 Digital innovator
 Trade association					
					
							


[bookmark: _Toc241146012]Package 1: Demand Capacity Register (DCR)-specific questions
[bookmark: _Toc241146013]Question 1
Where should the requirements to publish and maintain the DCR sit within the regulatory framework? (Select one).
 Licence conditions
 DCUSA
 Combination of licence, code and supporting guidance
Please explain the relative benefits, risks and practical implications of your preferred approach.
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146014]Question 2
Which of Options A to E provides the most appropriate approach to the project-level reporting threshold for contracted and quoted demand projects? (Select one).
	Option  
	Contracted projects  
	Quoted projects  

	Option A  
	1 MVA  
	Not included  

	Option B  
	5 MVA  
	Not included  

	Option C  
	1 MVA  
	1 MVA  

	Option D  
	1 MVA  
	5 MVA  

	Option E  
	5 MVA  
	5 MVA  



☐
 Option A  
☐ Option B
☐ Option C
☐ Option D
☐ Option E
☐ Other / alternative option
Please explain how your preferred option balances transparency, data quality and proportionality.
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146015]Question 3
Should demand projects below the project-level reporting threshold be reported in aggregated form?
 Yes
 No
If yes, at what level of geographical, capacity and technology aggregation, and how frequently, should that information be published?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146016]Question 4
Which approach, or combination of approaches, should be used to categorise demand projects?
 Technology-based classification
 Sector-based classification
 SIC-based classification
Please explain your preferred approach and how the framework should accommodate mixed-technology projects and emerging forms of demand.
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146017]Question 5
Do you agree with the proposed DCR schema?
 Yes
 No
Please identify any fields that should be:
· added
· removed
· amended
· reclassified as mandatory or conditionally applicable
and explain your reasoning.
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146018]Question 6
Should storage projects be included in the DCR?
 Yes
 No
If no, how should their import capacity be represented so that users can obtain an accurate picture of demand-side network utilisation without unnecessary duplication between the DCR and ECR?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146019]Question 7
Do you have any other comments relating to the DCR proposals?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146020]Package 2: Distribution Works Register (DWR)-specific questions
[bookmark: _Toc241146021]Question 8
Do you agree with the proposed DWR schema?
 Yes
 No
Please identify any fields that should be:
· added
· removed
· amended
· reclassified as mandatory or conditionally applicable
and explain your reasoning.
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146022]Question 9
Do you agree that the initial DWR should cover reinforcement projects at EHV? 
 Yes
 No
If no, what threshold or scope should apply?
Click or tap here to enter text.
Should the DWR be extended to lower-voltage reinforcement over time, and what conditions should determine when this occurs?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146023]Question 10
How should the capacity or wider network benefit delivered by reinforcement works be represented in the DWR, particularly where a scheme does not produce a straightforward increase in thermal capacity?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146024]Question 11
What should the future relationship be between the DWR and NDPs? 
In particular:
· could the DWR replace or reduce the need for some reinforcement information currently provided through NDPs?
· or do the publications serve distinct purposes?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146025]Question 12
Do you have any other comments relating to the DWR proposals?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146026]Package 3: Electricity Connections Register (ECR)-specific questions
[bookmark: _Toc241146027]Question 13
Do you agree with the proposed improvements to the ECR?
 Yes
 No
Please identify any further targeted improvements that should be prioritised.
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146028]Question 14
To what extent should the ECR schema be aligned with the DCR schema?
Please identify: 
· core fields
· definitions
· formats
· standards
that should be common to both registers, as well as any areas where dataset-specific treatment should be retained.
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146029]Question 15
Should information on Gate 1 projects continue to be published through the ECR, or should it be provided through a separate but linked dataset? (Select one).
 Through the ECR
 Separate but linked dataset
Please explain what information should be made available and why.
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146030]Question 16
Should the ECR include quoted connection applications as well as contracted projects? 
 Yes
 No
If yes, should quoted applications be published at project level or in an aggregated form?
 Project level
 Aggregated
If at project level, what safeguards would be needed to address uncertainty, duplication, commercial sensitivity and data quality?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146031]Question 17
Do you have any other comments relating to the ECR proposals?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146032]Package 4: Transmission Works Register (TWR)-specific questions
[bookmark: _Toc241146033]Question 18
Do you agree with the proposed TWR schema?
 Yes
 No
Please identify any fields that should be:
· added
· removed
· amended
· reclassified as mandatory or conditionally applicable
and explain your reasoning.
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146034]Question 19
Do you agree with the proposed common schema framework linking the TWR and TORI while retaining the distinct planning and delivery functions of the two reports?
 Yes
 No
Please identify any changes needed to make the framework effective.
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146035]Question 20
Do you have any other comments relating to the TWR proposals?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146036]Package 5: Transmission Owner Reinforcement Instructions (TORI)-specific questions
[bookmark: _Toc241146037]Question 21
Do you agree with the proposed TORI schema?
 Yes
 No
Please identify any fields that should be:
· added
· removed
· amended
· reclassified as mandatory or conditionally applicable
and explain your reasoning.
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146038]Question 22
How should the constraint addressed, existing network limitation and estimated additional capacity or network benefit be represented within the TORI?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146039]Question 23
What information should the TORI provide on project delays and delivery risks?
Click or tap here to enter text.
Should standard categories be used?
 Yes
 No
If yes, which categories would be sufficiently informative without creating inappropriate commercial sensitivities?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146040]Question 24
Do you have any other comments relating to the TORI proposals?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146041]Package 6: Transmission Entry Capacity (TEC) register-specifc questions
[bookmark: _Toc241146042]Question 25
Do you agree with the proposed improvements to the TEC register?
 Yes
 No
Please identify any further targeted improvements that should be prioritised.
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146043]Question 26
Should the TEC register include quoted connection applications as well as contracted projects? 
 Yes
 No
If yes, should quoted applications be published at project level or in an aggregated form?
 Project level
 Aggregated
If at project level, what safeguards would be needed to address uncertainty, duplication, commercial sensitivity and data quality?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146044]Question 27
Do you have any other comments relating to the TEC register proposals?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146045]Additional and overarching questions
[bookmark: _Toc241146046]Question 28
Do you agree with the proposed common design principles for connections datasets, including standardisation, machine-readability, human accessibility, interoperability, and the use of common identifiers?
 Yes
 No
Please identify any additional principles that should apply.
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146047]Question 29
Is a single "restricted connection" indicator sufficient to describe whether a customer's access to network capacity is constrained?
 Yes
 No
If no, what additional or separate fields should be included to describe different forms of restriction?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146048]Question 30
Would a standalone geographical reference table, linked to multiple datasets through common identifiers, be beneficial? 
 Yes
 No
If yes, what information should it contain, and which information should instead remain within individual datasets?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146049]Question 31
Should IDNOs ultimately be required to publish equivalent connections datasets using the same schemas and design principles as DNOs?
Click or tap here to enter text.


[bookmark: _Toc241146050]Question 32
Which additional datasets, standards or interoperability improvements should Ofgem prioritise in future phases of the TCD programme, and why?
Click or tap here to enter text.



[bookmark: _Toc241146051]Question 33
Do you have any other comments relating to the proposals set out in this consultation?
Click or tap here to enter text.
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