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Stakeholders are invited to respond to this consultation, expressing their views or providing any further evidence on any of the matters contained within 

the consultation document. Stakeholders are invited to supply the rationale for their responses to the set questions.  

Please send your responses and comments by 17:00, 19th March 2021 to dcode@energynetworks.org and please title your email ‘Consultation Response 
DCRP/20/06/PC DCode Storage Modification. Please note that any responses received after the deadline may not receive due consideration by the Working 
Group. 

Any queries on the content of the consultation pro-forma should be addressed to DCode Administrator on 020 7706 5105, or to 
dcode@energynetworks.org 

 

Respondent Bernard Gospel – Technical Secretary 

Company Name AMPS – Association of Manufacturers of Power Generating Systems 

No. of DCode Stakeholders 
Represented 

AMPS is the primary Association for Manufacturers and suppliers of Power Systems (generating sets) and ancillary 
equipment, with 122 members representing 80% of the UK industry. 

Stakeholders represented Please see our website http://www.amps.org.uk 

Role of Respondent UK Generating set manufacturer trade body 

We intend to publish the 
consultation responses on the 
DCode website. Do you agree to 
this response being published on 
the DCode website? [Y/N] 

Yes 
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 Question Response 

Q1 Do you agree with the general intent of the 
proposed modification?  If  not, please explain 
your views. 

 

Q2 
If you have any detailed comments on the 
proposed drafting, please provide those 
comments in the proforma provided, or by 
marking up the consultation drafts of G98 
and/or G99. 

See below. We direct our response to G99, although similar comments will apply to the text of G98 

Q3 
Do you have any comments in respect of the 
inclusion of the references to cyber security. 

See below 

Q4 
Do you agree that the proposed modifications 
satisfy the applicable Distribution Code 
objectives?  If not, please explain your 
concerns. 
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Please provide comments relating to the specific technical content of the proposed modifications1 

 
1 Add more rows if required 
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79 9.1.7  General Removal of cyber security requirement 

stated in 9.1.7 and related requirements in 

Annex table referencing 9.1.7 requirements.  

Justification:  Current cyber security 

requirements, enforces the manufacturer to 

provide information of compliance to BEIS – 

cyber security requirement and PAS1879. 

PAS1879 is intended for use by the TSO and 

DNO and only of interest to manufacturers of 

Energy Smart appliances, whilst the NIS 

document also referred to in correspondence 

with ENA refers to the operators of essential 

services. The standards referred to in the PAS 

document are guidance for an over-arching 

risk analysis and management of Cyber 

security threats. Cyber security must be 

treated as a whole chain solution , with 

communication protocols, points of attack 

identified, management of information, 

passwords, data protection and so on. Cyber 

security requires an ongoing  maintenance of 

security, involving penetration and other 

forms of testing 

It is not clear from both standard what would 

be required to prove the compliance from a 

manufacturer of a PGM. It is not clear who 

would be responsible defining the 

communication protocols, penetration 

testing or for updating the software on 

regular basis. There is more clarity required 

to be defined to fulfil the cyber security 

requirements and hence is recommended to 

be included in the future revision after 

further discussion between all parties 

involved. 

 See comments above. 
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29 4.1  Editorial / 

Technical 

Definition for fully type tested equipment to 

be corrected to “A power generating module 

with a registered capacity >=50kW……”  

Justification: Currently it appears that the 

fully type certificate is only applicable for 

capacity <50kW. Clarity is to be provided that 

full type certificate is applicable for sets 

>50kW too.” 

See comment  

32 4.1  General Partially type tested definition removed.  

Proposal is to include the partial type tested 

definition. It is not clear how the gensets that 

are not fully compliant, or type tested would 

be classified as. All reference for partially 

type tested are removed from the upcoming 

revision.   

See comment  

225 A2  Technical In section below section it is not clear if the 

power factor is lag or lead. (type A, page 225) 

  

 

       

 


