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OFFICIAL

Making a positive difference
for energy consumers

RIIO-3: Investing in our Energy Networks

Scottish Renewables Grid & Networks Conference, 26" February 2026
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OFFICIAL

‘ Most consequential price control we’ve ever set

RIIO-3: 5-year spending plans to from April
2026 to March 2031

Expanding the electricity transmission

grid at an unprecedented scale and pace to
ease constraints, get new generation and
demand connected and insure against
future gas price shocks

Rigorously testing company plans for
efficiency but ensuring funding is available
to deliver essential investment

Delivering an investible package with
incentives targeted around major project
delivery, faster connections, and innovation

Higher returns for on-time delivery of
infrastructure and improving customer
outcomes

OFFICIAL
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Clear approach to achieve
Clean Power 2030, creating
certainty on investment
needs

Risk and reward balanced
across the full T3 package

Ambitious but achievable

targets to ensure on time,

on budget delivery alighed
with consumer interests



OFFICIAL

‘ ET investment for clean power and energy security

5
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Largestincrease in capital spending in history of the sector will
enable 80 major infrastructure projects to be completed by 2030 -
expanding Britain’s grid at the fastest pace and scale since the 1960s

Investment in new capacity alongside essential replacement of
assets to ensure world-class levels of reliability are maintained

Allowances of £10.3bn now, potentially reaching £70bn over
the period (of which ~£40bn in Scotland)

A range of mechanisms to adapt allowances in-period to reflect
investment requirements as system needs and costs become clear

Rolling over new ~£4bn Advanced Procurement Mechanism and
ASTI regime

Funding arrangements operating alongside strong new
incentives so that TOs are fully focussed on delivering essential
infrastructure on time, getting customers connected promptly and
deploying innovation to reduce project and system costs

OFFICIAL
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SSEN Transmission 2030

Investment Map
Pathway to 2030

In-flight investments
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Scaling capability, skills, delivery leadership
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Our Network Vision for RIIO-T3

«‘ SP Energy
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ITransmission charging in Scotland:

Jeopardising Britain's Energy Transition

Scottish Renewables Grid Conference

26 February 2026
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Report published by Scottish Renewables

TRANSMISSION
GHARGING IN
SCOTLAND:

“Delivering a clean electricity system depends on new
renewable generation in Scotland, but Transmission
Network Use of System (TNUoS) charges have long
e posed a challenge for Scottish generators. Today, the scale,

StoHish Renswiables uncertainty, and impact of these charges have increased

significantly. They now represent a direct risk to Britain’s

Je

the energy landscape

energy transition.”




Why Scotland is important
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Offshore wind

x1.8

Onshore wind

Key

UK Government Clean Power
2030 range

Capacity increased
required (midpoint)

Existing capacity (2024)

The Scottish generation fleet needs to grow substantially to deliver Clean Power 2030
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The cost of transmission

The cost of transmission

is growing, but this can be

14 more than offset by a
5 12 reduction in other cost
fs elements as long as we get
et 10 g g
® the investment needed in
8
§ renewables.
QO
o 6
3
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o
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0

2015 2017 2019 2021 2023 2025 2027 2029

JEL

the energy landscape



And the growth of transmission charges

North South
Transmission Scotland zones England and Wales zones
charges in the 4
8 30 ¥ £29 million
north of Scotland =] 25
© —
could more than o | § 20
@ | =
double by the end £ | & 15 £14 milion
© | w
of the decade, s | & 10 egmillion
. . @ _'E‘:G
whilst credits — S 15 5
w
payments — to S 0
= 123456 78 9 1011121314 7

generators in

southern England 10

will increase

Generator paid
credit

v -15
2016/2017 Tariff =——2026/2027 Tariff =——=2029/2030 Forecast
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The locational difference is growing

i
1
Wind farms 1 Wind farms
paid TNUoS | pay TNUoS
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I
I
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Range of TNUoS charges for illustrative 500 MW

windfarm (£ million)

The variation in TNUOS is no longer just a GB-wide issue: the variation within Scotland
in 2030 will be bigger than the variation across GB today EL
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Erosion of project value...

These changes increase the costs faced by
existing projects whilst there is little they can

do to respond.The result is a reduction in

project value

TNuoS charges
(£ million, 2025 real prices)

12,000

10,000

8,000

6,000

4,000

2,000

I
+£2,880 millior]

£8,482 million

FID or 2015 forecasts

(+34%)

£11,362 million

2025 forecast

Annual TNUoS Charges (£ million)
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2015
2025 vs Point
of investment
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£12 million / year

2025

384% [l Pumped storage

62% . Wind, offshore
16% [ wind, onshore

71% . Energy
Storage

Lifetime TNUGS (£ million)
—_ na w
2 8 8

(=]

2035 2045

— F‘ID Forecast
— 2025 Forecast

£769 million

x2.0

£383 million

N

Investment 2025 Forecast

——— 2014-2024 Actuals \3
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reduces capital recycling

4& Example project:
JJ_ 500 MW offshore wind farm

_”_ reaching FID in 2022
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® If TNUoS forecasts
those at FID:

£1.84 billion two years
after Commissioning

If TNUoS forecasts
increase in line with new
forecasts:

Reduce the value by
more than |10%,

stayed at similar level to

New project reaching FID in
):é_“_ 2028

.

:

:

FID

Commissioning

Divestment

Reduced project
value means less
capital available
at the point of
divestment. That
is less capital
available to flow
into the next
generation of

projects.
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In the worst case, projects could close early

TNUOoS charges can
represent the largest
component of
ongoing operating
costs for renewable
projects.As charges
rise, operating profits
reduce and could
easily turn negative,

particularly for

merchant generators.

100

o
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Annual cash flow
(£ million)
g 3

(=]

R
(=]

—_
(=]

Annual cash flow
(£ million)
LT | B 2 = -]

B Reverue [l Costs

-27 9

-28.50

0O&M Costs

Operation Revenue TNUoS

O&M Costs

Operation Revenue

it

RS

Offshore wind

Annual opsrating
lpzz of £1.1
million

-30.00

Offshore transmssion
link costs

.

Onshore wind

Annual operating
loz= of £0.01
million

L

-5.70

TNUoS
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Jeopardizing Britain’s Energy Transition

Existing
issues

New
issues

How to
reform
TNUoS

gTé TNUoS has always been stacked against Scottish generators and, together

@m /S~

&

with the CfD framework, works against the interests of consumers.

Sharp increase in scale and volatility

Erodes project value

Direct impact on capital available for
investment in new generation

Adds to existing market headwinds

a

= Creates bad outcomes for consumers £2.9 billion increase
in the TNUoS bill for the
® Risks early closure of operating generators Scottish fleet compared
with point of investment
;—)j: Fails to align with strategic planning or 2015

Three simple steps can stabilise investment and align TNUoS with Britain's strategic
energy goals:

1.

Fix TNUoS for existing projects in real terms at the charging level prevailing at the
time of their original CfD bid (or for non-CfD projects, at the time they reached an
investment decision), reversing the erosion of project value;

Fix TNUoS for new projects in real terms at the level prevailing when they bid into a
CfD auction, restoring investor confidence; and

Launch a fundamental review to align TNUoS with the Strategic
Spatial Energy Plan.

JEL
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Recommendations

Fix charges for existing projects at levels prevailing at the point of their original CfD bid
Existing generators should have their TNUoS charges fixed in real terms at the level prevailing when the project submitted
its bid into a CfD auction or made a final investment decision. This will remove cost increases that erode project value
and reduce the risk of early asset closure, particularly for assets that remain critical to the transition. Importantly, it
would protect project value and release additional capital for reinvestment in new projects, while also rebuilding investor
confidence following recent and significant changes in TNUoS forecasts.

Fix charges for new projects
Similarly, new projects should receive a fixed TNUoS real terms charge at the level prevailing at the time each project
bids into a CfD contract. Similar arrangements should be put in place for other technologies which use different support
mechanisms, or which invest purely on a merchant basis. This will give investors and lenders the certainty they need to
commit capital and maintain the pipeline of new development.

Undertake a fundamental review
Alongside these immediate measures, Government, Ofgem and NESO should launch a fundamental review of how transmission
costs are recovered. That review should ensure that the TNUoS framework supports, rather than undermines, the SSEP and the
wider strategy for a decarbonised and secure electricity system. And it should ensure that all users of the transmission system
contribute to network costs.

JEL
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Thank you

Dr. Simon Gill PhD, Mphys, MIET

The Energy Landscape Ltd
t: 07990668445

4 simon@energylandscape.co.uk |l @simon-gill-energy J®1 energylandscape.co.uk I E L
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nadara

Beyond Cost reflectivity
What is charging’s role
under strategic
planning?

SSEP & connections as spatial allocators
Charging as supporting tool



nadara

The system is now strategically planned

Strategically  The SSEP will determine where generation and

Planned
System

storage is needed

The CSNP will determine what network is built to
deliver it

Connections reform determines who can access the
grid, when, and at what capacity

CfD auctions determine who gets revenue certainty

Seabed leasing (for offshore) determines where
development occurs
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The locational signal landscape after SSEP + connections

Signal Mechanism Locational Strength
)

SSEP Pathway Strong (regional Top-down strategic

Connections Reform (Gate 2+) Very strong Primary spatial allocator
(technology/location/capacity)

Seabed Leasing (ScotWind, INTQOG, Strong (site-specific, offshore) Binary, long-term

TCE)

Planning Consent Moderate Regulatory

CfD Allocation Strong (technology pots) Competitive procurement

TNUoS Charges Variable (27 zones) Cost signal, volatile

SSEP & connections reform are now the strongest locational signals
Seabed leasing, planning, CfD allocation also carry real spatial weight.

TNUoS remains important for cost recovery, but as a signal it is volatile and second-order, not the
primary steering tool. In the context of other competing signals, TNUoS is a policy contradiction.



Why TNUOS is the wrong primary signal

Generator pays tariff

Generator paid
credit

North South
Scotland zones England and Wales zones 4

«

»
>

v
F Y

¥ £29 million

no
[=]

15 £14 million

10 e8 million

TNUoS Charges (E£million)
o

h o
—
N
w
»
o
o
~
[04]
©
—
=
=
—
—
™
—
@
—
'S

L
o

4

..
1

—

&)

2016/2017 Tariff =—2026/2027 Tariff =—2029/2030 Forecast

Cost-reflective charging contradicts spatial
planning when location is policy-determined, not
market-driven
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. o . nadara
SSEP delivery risks in a “moderate” spatial plan

Strong SSEP Small role for locational signals
Weak SSEP Bigger role for locational signalling

Delivery Risk Signal Precision Needed Mitigations

AT A e e Sub-regional (specific Additional connection windows
"y substations) /Targeted procurement

Additional connection windows
/Targeted procurement

Unanticipated demand Regional (demand placement)  Demand connections reform
Technology mix misalignment  EREEIIEIRGE B olElellile)) CfD/CM tech differentiation

Under-utilised infrastructure Local (specific nodes)



What should complementary signals actually do?

Geographic precision

+ Node or substation-specific, not broad 27-zone average

Technology-specific

- Capacity to distinguish between technologies (ie offshore from battery storage from
hydrogen

Time-sensitive

+ Respond to when we need capacity, in the timescale we need it

Actively targeted

+ Fills specific gaps, not passive price signal

Predictable

+ Investors can bank on signals, not volatile year-on-year

Fundamental reframe — charging’s objective limited to stable cost recovery
What non-SSEP signals are useful? Explicit planning levers, demand-side locational tools, targeted procurement?

nadara

Any alternative signalling mechanisms that might be fit for purpose? (ie targeted procurement though NESO network services or equivalent ?).



So, what might this mean for RNP?

Function

Network cost recovery
Locational investment signal

Delivery gap correction

Technology mix optimisation

Demand placement

Investor certainty

Current Approach

Locational TNUoS (27
zones,volatile)

TNUOS locational component

None (assumed market
responds to TNUoS)

None
Limited

5-year forecast, annual volatility

nadara

Proposed Approach
(

Socialised/flat-rate TNUOS (stable,
predictable)

SSEP + Connections Reform
(primary signal)

Targeted procurement / CfD
refinement

SSEP-aligned procurement with
technology/location criteria

Demand connections reform with
co-location incentives

Fixed at point of competition (CfD
bid window)



] nadara
Final Messages

1. SSEP and connections are the spatial allocators—demote charging
to stable cost recovery

2. Fix TNUoS at CfD bid or socialise—stop penalising the locations we
need

3. Explore opportunities to address delivery gaps with precision tools,
not broad-brush volatility



nadara

C

Thank you

nadara

Barney Cowin | Strategic Grid & Electrical Lead
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OUR GLOBAL FOOTPRINT

Consists of around 19 GW (gross) with 17 projects in 8 geographies.

B

‘l\ Moray East
950 MW
Operation
Moray West
882 MW
Generation

44 Ccaledonia
2,000 MW
Development
Arven
2,300 MW
Development

4 SouthCoast Wi
2,400 MW
Development

’l‘ Bluepoint Wind
1,700 MW
Development

fif Golden State Wind
2,000 MW
Development

/1\ Bottom-fixed i\ Floating ) 7N
OW Offices eOW HQ

4 SeaMade
487 MW
Operation

struction

1 8]
~ i
N B Tréport
‘_ () Around 500 MW

oirmoutier
Around 500 MW

4 WindFloat Atlantic
25 MW
Operation

Construction
4 EFGL

30 MW

Construction
Tt EFLO

250 MW

OwW

OCEAN WINDS
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4 BC-Wind
500 MW
Construction

G

| 4 Korea Floating Wind
1,200 MW
Development
4 Hanbando
1,125 MW
Early Development

EL. f High Sea Wind

&

1,280 MW
Development




Other Locational Signals: Transmission Loss Multipliers

Transmission Loss Multipliers

Non-Locational Transmission
Loss Adjustment (TLMO)

Locational Transmission Loss
Factor (TLFs)

UK Transmission Loss

Multiplier (TLM) Zones

What are Transmission Loss Factors (TLFs)?

ELEXON

Transmission Loss Factors (TLFs) are used to allocate transmission losses based on geographical location.
They adjust the cost of losses to reflect where electricity is generated and consumed. TLFs can be positive
or negative depending on local conditions, encouraging new generation closer to areas with higher demand.

Figure 11: North of Scotland TLMs for winter months since the introduction of lacational transmission loss allocation [Source: Elexon® ]
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Simon Gill (2026). Transmission Charging in Scotland: Jeopardising Britain’s Energy Transition
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Other Locational Signals: Transmission Loss Multipliers oW

FAN WINDS

I. Introduction
TNUoS charges combined with network loss costs (TLM) lead to differencesof AUR < RA
up to £20/MWh in CfD bid prices of offshore wind farms across regions

Estimated Impact on Offshore Wind CfD Bid Price - 2025 Entry!
£/MWh (real 2023)

(G195
= v o Impact of TNUOS differs by up to £15/MWh between regions

15 141
* TNUoS charges are a key operational cost during a wind farm'’s lifetime,

which need to be accounted for in its bid price in a CfD auction

10.3 * Aurora has projected that the combined impact of TNUoS and TLM on CfD
8.6 bids for offshore wind farms in North Scotland will be £20/MWh higher
11.9 compared to those in the English Channel and South Coast. The wider
TNUGS tariff could contribute approximately £12/MWh to CfD bids for
2.1 wind farms in North Scotland vs £-3/MWHh for wind farms in the English
Channel & South Coast

o Impact of charges for losses differs by up to £4/MWh between regions2
03 | 22 |

= Transmission Loss Multipliers (TLMs) are network charges which are

3.4 _0_9& incurred to recover the costs of losses on the electricity network

19 = Similar to TNUoS wider tariffs, they differ across regions
-21
-5 - = Generators in the North of GB, which are further from demand centres,
-3.5 pay higher charges for losses than those in the South, where generators
can even receive small payments instead of being charged for TLM

-10 * Aurora estimates TLMs increase CfD bids in the North by up to £2/MWh
English North Sea IrishSea East Scotland ~ West North compared to £-2/MWh in the South
Channel & Scotland Scotland
South Coast

10

= |nthe reminder of the analysis, we focus on the TNUoS wider tariff

(%]
-]
=
=

c

©

o}

O
o

CfD price (TNUoS 2024 forecast) minus CfD price (TNUeS 2017) Il Cfd price (TNUeS forecast 2024 with varying TLM) minus Cfd price (TMUaS forecast 2024 with constant TLM)
1} Under status quo TNUGS in the Aurora Net Zero 2024 scenario. The TLM assumption for constant TLM is 98%. The analysis is done for ARS onward plants. CfD strike price is the price necessary to give NPV = 0, assuming a 15-year contract and 30-year
lifetime. The 2025 entry year is shown as anillustration. The capacity added beyond AR6 is expected to be installed 2028 onwards 2) The assumptions on TLM are on slide 17
Source(s): Aurora Energy Research, NESO

source:  Aurora Energy Research (2024), The cost of locational signals in network charges to the consumer.
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Plugging the gaps: the
unfinished business of
Connections Reform

Jamie Webb
Head of Connections Optimisation
NESO
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Connections Reform Timeline

* This page is interactive. Click the 4 to expand or enlarge content.
Sept 2025 - Mar 2026 Mid Feb - Mid April 2026
2 May 2025 10 June 2025 Detailed checks of evidence. Gate 2 Protected transmission
Customers should be available and large embedded offers Early Sept 2026 — Mid Jan 2027
NESO publishes the Deadiine for for questions about their (with 26/27 dates) will be issued Yopt<
Readiness Declaration Project Designation application Gate 2 Final transmission and
information gathering large embedded customer offers
form closes 26 August 2025 relating to applications post 2030
e (Phase 2 Transmission)
NESO and Notifications will
DNO evidence take place on 8 Early Mar - End May 2026
D m 2022 20 May 20 12 June 2025 gathering closes December 2025
i i art of customer connected projects offers
NESO publishes DNOs customer NESO begin notifications about (with 26/27 dates)
case for change evidence weekly customer applications (Transmission) ilboi
gathering opens webinar series PP will be issued
T 1\ 1\ /l\\
1 ! ! ! !
Q4 Qi Q2 1 Q3 Q4 Q Q2 1 Q3 Q4
1 ! )
th——p—p—f—@—@— b0 00— O—F+—F+—+—+
1 \l/ \J/ 1 1 J/ ) ' J/ \l/
1 ! 1 ! '
15 April 2025 20 May 2025 8 July 2025 \I/ Starting Dec 2025 Mid May -
' ) - , Mid Sept 2026 Mid Oct 2026 -
Ofgem approve Projects that might be eligible NESO's evidence Gate 1 offers > self declared q Mid Mar 2027
NESO's connections for Project Designation status UL Uiy - Sept 2025 projects, failed to submit Gate 2 Final customer
reform proposals invited to submit additional application and failed initial offers regarding ]
in favour of First information Initial assessment checks will be issued applications up to Gate 2 Final customer
Ready, First Needed of evidence and including 2030 notifications about
rmadh (Phase 1 Transmission) O@ggf;g“z‘)gissﬁ;ﬁ%r?)o
20 May 2025 10 June 2025 Starting 8 December 2025 \
NESO publishes NESO publishes full connections Start of customer notifications —
Evidence Submission reform timeline and open dedicated about applications (Distribution) Fom EeFel 2030 Y USMId NOV 2020
handbook communication channels for Recommence issuing Gate
connections reform support
*Including relevant demand connections.
Offer timings are subject to review.

1 AVTs for Transmission
customers, An update
on Distribution customer
timings will follow shortly

Gate 2 Final offers about
applications up to and
including 2030
(Phase 1 Distribution)
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Catalysing Demand

' Unprecedented growth ~x3
é)) increase in the last year

Pipeline must support viable
demand projects and
accommodate strategically
important projects

Ofgem has published a clear
framework via its call for input
with three core pillars: Curate,
Plan and Connect

NESO is working collaboratively
with government and Ofgem to
deliver these three pillars at
pace




Long term
planning

Joining up GB's
energy system

Strategic Planning

Map potential
electricity and
hydrogen generation
and storage
infrastructure for GB

Network Plannin National and
- alignment Regional Planning

Develop and assess Work across Wales,
onshore and offshore Scotland and English
electricity regions to develop
transmission, onshore whole system energy
gas transmission, and plans across different
hydrogen energy types, with input
infrastructure from local actors

National Energy
System Operator



General

Public

Setting the timing for
the next window

D) ©
Pull to do sooner | Push to do later
 Filng ndersupp Optimal * epencincyanisoue
° Newl tected
p?greé’?sro e date for * Demand policy changes
* Mod apps heXxt Window * Very little undersupply

* Annual methodology review

* Customer experience




Working on addressing... . .
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ARUP

Securing the grid of
tomorrow: rewiring our
delivery model

Scottish Renewables
Grid and Networks Conference 2026

Chair: Charlotte Higgins,
Transmission & Distribution Lead




Evolution in Network Planning

i Transitional
E#l  Centralised 4
Strategic Netwark
Plan ? Refresh /¥*

Desired Outcomes
Develop the grid at pace

Investor confidence
Community and consumer benefits
Grid security and resilience

CSNP Key Principles

Plan strategically ahead of need to enable
necessary investments required for net zero

Ensure efficiency by taking a holistic view
across onshore and offshore networks in
GB 1n the interests of consumers

Robust and transparerit assessment of a
broad range of options considering multiple
assessment criteria '

Accelerate delivery by providing certainty
on options to support regulatory and
planning processes




New Study: Gridunlocked

A robust electricity grid is key to enabling :
the transition to a more secure, resilient and GrldunlOCked
low carbon energy system that will help Unlocking the benefits of
power the UK’s growth. investing in the electricity grid

But to what extent?

It’s this question we set out to answer with
Gridunlocked — a macroeconomic study
designed to explore some of the
socioeconomic impacts of different levels of
grid investment and electrification.

Download the report:
www.arup.com/gridunlocked




The return on grid investment

Our ‘supercharged’ scenario demonstrates
that continued grid investment will generate
valuable and widespread returns.

An additional £34 billion invested between
2026 and 2040 could create an additional
£194 billion in gross value added (GVA) for
the economy, representing a financial return of
nearly four-to-one.

On average, the ‘supercharged’ scenario could
also support around 92,000 additional jobs
each year, spread across regions and sectors —
from engineering and construction to
manufacturing and technology.

Download the report:
www.arup.com/gridunlocked

Growth sectors Shzn(::;l: ‘ .
Technology, finance, education and unlockad ina oo

professional industries, are projected
to gain £95 billion in additional GVA.

-4k Jobs

Services sector (£23.2in)

£95bn GVA = e

Manufacturing

(£3.2tn)
68k JObS £15bn GVA
6k Jobs

£20bn GVA
14k Jobs

Property (£9.5tn)




ARUP
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@ sPE
Delivering beyond Clean Power 2030 ¢ Networks

Grampian

Mountains @ DLUP
_Dundee ® DWNO
@ DWUP
‘Li:n:.’::;: ® E2DC
v @ LCu2
LWUP & ECUP
e TGDC orthern
® TEUF
® DNEU :
® BDUP
& EHRE
& VERE

NNNNNN s & VSRE Dublin
0

e District

The
Pennines o

\verpool

The o York

Pennines "
oPreston o

l Manchester
L 2 _Sheffield

SPT CP2030 Projects

Hull
o

oNottingham

SPT's Best View Projects for RIIO-T3
(including CP2030)

SPT’s RIIO-T3 £10.6bn investment will be delivered to meet CP2030 and beyond.
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Developer Challenges in Strategic Network Planning

Timing and Constraints

A4S

* Timing Uncertainty

Evolving planning cycles make it difficult to align
project sequencing with network readiness.

- Early-Stage Reinforcements

Several reinforcements remain at early
development stages, creating uncertainty about
future grid capacity availability.

 Constraints Mismatch

TO and DNO constraints vary locally, and
technology clustering (Wind- vs solar-dominant)
can create uneven network utilisation.

* Need for Directional Signals

Developers would benefit from simple indicators
of where capacity is most likely to emerge.

PG1



Opportunities for Developers to Support CSNP Delivery

Why CSNP Still Matters

0

« Alternative Route Insights

This supports earlier assessment of engineering,
environmental and social trade-offs.

« Buildability Intelligence

Early landform, access, and consenting insight
reduces redesign and shortens optioneering
cycles.

» Flexibility & Hybrid Solutions
This helps reduce short-term constraints costs.
* Non-TO Pathways Where Appropriate

This route widens the solution space and
supports competitive, evidenced-led options.

PG2
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Scottish & Southern

Main North of Scotland Electricity Flectricity Networks

Transmission Network in 2030

In-flight Investments

1. Argyll 275kV strategy
2. Fort Augustus to Skye 132kV upgrade
3. Orkney 220kV AC subsea link

Pathway to 2030 Investments

Beauly to Loch Buidhe to Spittal 400kV

Beauly to Blackhillock to New Deer to Peterhead 400kV

Beauly to Denny 400kV uprating (with SPT)

Kintore to Tealing (with connection to Alyth) to Westfield 400kV (with SPT)
Spittal to Peterhead 2GW HVDC subsea Link

Peterhead to Drax 2GW HVDC subsea link — Eastern Green Link 2 (with NGET)
Peterhead to South Humber 2GW HVDC link — Eastern Green Link 4 (with NGET)
Western Isles 1.8GW HVDC link

3

ONOUNA LN

Public Consultation to Inform Project Development

All new reinforcements remain subject to detailed consultation and environmental assessments to
help inform route and technology options

More detail on these projects, including how to sign up for updates, will be made available on
SSEN Transmission’s website, www.ssen-transmission.co.uk

—— New Infrastructure (Routes shown here are for illustrative purposes)

2. Upgrade/Replacement of Existing Infrastructure

~——  Existing Network
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Certainty

RWE

03.03.2026
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