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REC TECHNICAL EXPERT PANEL (TEP)
MEETING Minutes

	MEETING
	RECTEP_24_0828

	DATE
	28 August 2024, 14:00

	LOCATION
	Microsoft Teams







	Attendees
	Representing
	Initials
	Role

	Mark Agnew
	Domestic Suppliers
	MA
	Committee Member

	Jonathan Matthews
	Non-Domestic Suppliers
	JM
	Committee Member

	Tom Stuart
	Gas Networks
	TS
	Committee Member

	Dean Berry
	MEMs
	DB
	Committee Member

	Bryan Heap
	Electricity Networks
	BH
	Committee Member

	Komal Brown
	Domestic Suppliers
	KB
	Committee Member Alternate

	Neil Brinkley
	Code Manager
	NB
	Committee Chairperson

	Jack Taylor
	Code Manager
	JT
	Committee Secretariat

	Harriet Truss
	Code Manager
	HT
	Code Manager (RPS)

	Elise Handy
	Code Manager
	EH
	Code Manager (RPS)

	Caroline Milner
	Code Manager
	CM
	Code Manager (RTS)



		











Administration 
The Chair welcomed attendees to the August 2024 Retail Energy Code (REC) Technical Expert Panel (TEP). 
Review of Minutes
Members were asked if the minutes taken in the July TEP were an accurate representation of the discussion held at the July TEP. No comments and questions were raised. The minutes from the July meeting were therefore approved as final.  

There were no further comments from committee members.

Review of Actions  

RECTEP_24_0228_01 - Chair to follow up with Xoserve to see how they are progressing with UK Link data load into the Data Specification.
Xoserve are still waiting for resourcing requirements to be fulfilled. An update will be provided at the September Technical Expert Panel.
For further information on the actions raised at TEP meetings, please refer to the Actions Log.
There were no further comments from committee members.

Future Changes for TEP Review
The Code Manager (CM) provided an overview of the Change Proposal (CP) Register to the group and noted no significant updates on in-flight changes.
There were no further changes to be discussed from the CM, and no further questions from the TEP.

for decision – R0060: ERDS sERVICE DEFINITION TIMEZONE CORRECTION
Paper Reference: RECTEP_24_0828_03
The CM provided an overview of the final recommendation for R0060[endnoteRef:2] – ERDS Service Definition Timezone Correction. The main purpose of the change was outlined to be to include the specific timezone in the ERDS Service Definitions. This is primarily to avoid any delays in flow processing arising from misaligned timezones. The solution was consulted on and received no suggestions for alteration to substance or timeline for implementation of this change. It was noted that there were some further clarifications for cases when misalignment occurred which were included in the final recommendation. The TEP were informed that the change would come at no-cost or technical impact.  [2:  R0060] 

The CM also reminded the TEP that this change underwent assessment for impacts on the implementation of MHHS. If this change were to be approved, it was confirmed that it would be deployed post-MHHS go-live. The CM concluded that it was their recommendation that the TEP approve R0060. A question was raised at this point by a committee member asking the CM to confirm that parties would be able to use the new time zone definition and wouldn’t have to wait until the June implementation date to use it. The CM confirmed that this was the case. 
There were no further comments and questions from TEP members and the CM relating to this change.
The Chair asked members if they had enough information to proceed. All TEP members confirmed that they did. 
	Voting Member 
	Representing 
	Role 

	Vote 

	Tom Stuart
	Gas Networks
	Committee Member 
	ACCEPT

	Jonathan Matthews 
	Non-Domestic Suppliers 
	Committee Member 
	ACCEPT

	Mark Agnew 
	Domestic Suppliers 
	Committee Member 
	ACCEPT

	Dean Berry
	MEMs
	Committee Member 
	ACCEPT

	Bryan Heap
	Electricity Networks
	Committee Member 
	ACCEPT



OUTCOME: R0060 APPROVED and will proceed to BIG BANG implementation on 27 June 2025.
There were no questions or comments raised by committee members.

for decision – R0120: Search GES API using meter serial number
Paper Reference: RECTEP_24_0828_04
The CM ran through the final recommendation for R0120[endnoteRef:3] - Search GES API using Meter Serial Number. It was outlined that the main purpose of the change was to enable better searching in the Gas Enquiry Service (GES), primarily when ambiguous addressing data is provided by consumers. This change will enable consumers falling into this bracket to be able to make switches where previously it may not have been possible. The raising party was confirmed to be a Third-Party Intermediary (TPI). The CM highlighted that there had been extensive conversations with the Gas Retail Data Service (Xoserve) in developing the solution for the change and from these conversations emerged two pathways for carrying forward the change. [3:  R0120] 

It was also confirmed by the CM that at the Detailed Impact Assessment (DIA) stage, the GES provider stated that using the meter serial number was the preference, thus the post-code should be specified as being optional in the message structure. It was proposed that the implementation window for the change would be 13-weeks as part of the consultation. The responses were categorised into confidential and non-confidential. 
There were no further comments and questions from TEP members and the CM relating to this change.
The Chair asked members if they had enough information to proceed. All TEP members confirmed that they did. 
	Voting Member 
	Representing 
	Role 

	Vote 

	Tom Stuart
	Gas Networks
	Committee Member 
	ACCEPT

	Jonathan Matthews 
	Non-Domestic Suppliers 
	Committee Member 
	ACCEPT

	Mark Agnew 
	Domestic Suppliers 
	Committee Member 
	ACCEPT

	Dean Berry
	MEMs
	Committee Member 
	ACCEPT

	Bryan Heap
	Electricity Networks
	Committee Member 
	ACCEPT



OUTCOME: R0120 APPROVED and will proceed to BIG BANG implementation on 28 February 2025.
There were no questions or comments raised by committee members.

Update on r0108 and R0098 
With TEP being the approving committee, the CM gave a verbal update on the progress of R0108[endnoteRef:4] – Enabling Electricity Enquiry Service searches using a Unique Property Reference Number and R0098[endnoteRef:5] – Optional Fuzzy Searching in EES. It was stated that the implementation of both changes has been delayed due to several factors. The first being that there were significant risks identified with the implementation of R0098 that meant it would not be suitable for the August release. These issues relate to the performance of the Electricity Enquiries Service (EES), that would be adversely affected if this change were deployed. [4:  R0108]  [5:  R0098] 

The second factor was relating to the interdependence of R0098 and R0108. The CM outlined that the two changes share common impacts that are at present not fully understood. With this being the case, it was suggested that in the current understanding of the relationship between these changes, it was not possible to implement one of the changes without the other. 
Regarding next steps, the CM stated that the EES Provider was currently undertaking work to fully understand whether the changes can be decoupled from one another, and to what extent R0098 can be monitored. Post-MHHS, the CM relayed that the EES Provider would be carrying out work to improve their API architecture which would stand to improve the EES service.
TEP were then invited to comment on the verbal update given by the CM. There was agreement from members that it was right to stop the implementation of R0098. It was put to the CM by one committee member whether there was any reason the negative impacts of the change on the EES performance wasn’t picked up in earlier stages in the change process. The CM retorted that the root-causes are currently unknown and dictate the reasoning for why it wasn’t picked up earlier. It was put to members that the scope for the root-causes is inclusive of the quality of coding but could also include other parameters not yet under consideration. A question was also raised relating to what assurances were being put into place to prevent these issues in the future. The CM responded that there will be a lessons-learnt process to determine the best practices for preventing these issues from arising in future changes.
There were no questions or comments raised by committee members.

ANY OTHER BUSINESS
There were no items of AOB raised by the CM or Committee Members at the August TEP. 

Close of meeting
The Chair thanked attendees for their contributions and brought the meeting to a close. 

	NEXT MEETING 
	25 Sept 2024
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