
Action 1007:
1007 19/10/22 5.1 Xoserve (DA) will liaise with the Xoserve

Change Team to discuss whether the

accountability/ownership could be a

conversation as part of the Modification

development and give view of the costing

model. DA will feedback at the November
CoMC.

Xoserve 
(DA)

November
2022



Visibility of Charging Principle
• Discussions at the last CoMC regarding the visibility of Charging Principles for DSC 

Changes

• As part of DSC Change Proposals, Proposers can suggest the proposed Charging 
Methodology for delivery of DSC Change

– Often not completed by the Proposer

– Changes are often raised by the CDSP

• CDSP will often highlight the proposed Charging Methodology as part of the initial Change 
being presented to ChMC

– However, this is sometimes only used to define the voting parties – and is sometimes not 
explicit

– This should be separated to agree:
• Funding for Development AND Ongoing Costs

• Impacted Parties

• Proposal that the ‘impacted’ DSC Service Area is highlighted as early as possible 
during the change lifecycle



Visibility of Charging Principle
• DSC Budget and Charging 

Methodology defines Service Areas –
which in turn defines the split of 
Charges

– As part of the UNC Mod process we 
define Central Service impacts in the 
Workgroup report, suggest that we 
include the proposed Service Area IF
this has been discussed in the WG 
as this will help UNC Parties assess 
the Mod costs

– Will need to consider:
• development and 

• on-going costs 

– Suggest that this does not require 
a formal template change, and 
can be inserted into Section 6

– Potential to show Service Area in 
ROM



Changes to ChMC

• The ChMC Templates already include the proposed Service Area for 

visibility – right from the point that they are presented prior to Capture … 

– This often has had ‘TBC’ populated, from November 2022 will now always be 

populated and ChMC will be asked to vote on this basis

– Example:



REC Change Pipeline

• We are proposing to provide visibility of the REC Change Pipeline to the 

ChMC

– We propose to share the same information to the CoMC which allows CoMC to 

ask questions related to this … this will show the expected Service impacted:

• GES – will be REC funded

• GRDS – will be DSC funded – expected primarily to be Service Area 1 (100% Shipper 

funded)

• CDSP Further Services – will be Third Party Service (so paid for by beneficiary –

typically RECCo)

• Does this need to be more explicit?


