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Introduction 
This report summarises the stakeholder engagement we carried out to develop the 
Beyond 2030 Update. It explains who we engaged with, why and how. It also provides a 
high-level summary of non-confidential feedback we received and how it shaped the 
final report. 

The Beyond 2030 (2024) Report1 set out recommendations on the investment needed in 
transmission to meet growing electricity demand. This included increased electrification 
and the rapid expansion of renewable generation. It provided a national view of the 
upgrades and new infrastructure required to support a reliable, clean and affordable 
energy system. 

Since publication, the Office of Gas and Electricity Markets (Ofgem) has indicated that 
several options need further development before funding decisions can be made. The 
next formal opportunity to provide long-term funding signals will be through the 
Centralised Strategic Network Plan (CSNP), due by the end of 2028. The CSNP takes a 
whole-system view of network needs into the 2040s. 

Ahead of this, we have published the Beyond 2030 Update. This focuses on what is ready 
to progress now and what should be developed further through the CSNP. It supports 
near-term decisions while maintaining the CSNP's and Ofgem's roles in determining 
future funding. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
1 neso.energy/document/304756/download 

https://www.neso.energy/document/304756/download
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Stakeholders 

Our role in developing the Beyond 2030 Update has been to independently assess 

options provided and provide clear strategic network signals.  

Engagement has been central to the Beyond 2030 Update. It has strengthened the 

evidence base, tested assumptions, and ensured recommendations have reflected a 

broad and credible range of perspectives while maintaining our independent and 

objective role as the National Energy System Operator (NESO). Through early and 

ongoing engagement, stakeholders have been able to understand the developing 

position, see how their feedback has been considered, and remain informed on what will 

be published.  

As we transitioned into NESO and have taken on the Strategic Energy Planning (SEP) role, 

our approach has evolved from programme-specific engagement to a more 

coordinated, whole-system model. We are making better use of established forums, 

broadening the stakeholder base, and embedding feedback loops so stakeholders can 

clearly see how their input has shaped the final recommendations. This approach builds 

trust over time and reinforces our credibility as an open, 

transparent, and evidence-led system planner. 

We have worked closely with Transmission 

Owners (TOs), who have provided data, 

technical input and insight. This formed a 

core part of the analysis that underpinned 

our assessment. We also engaged closely 

with the Office of Gas and Electricity Markets 

(Ofgem) to ensure our analysis was robust 

and aligned with the regulatory framework 

that will shape future funding decisions. 

Offshore developers have played an important role in 

the evolution of our offshore network design. Ongoing 

engagement between 2023 and 2025 has helped develop 
Figure 1: Our stakeholders 
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revised design options. We assessed these options in the update using a consistent 

methodology. 

At a strategic level, we have maintained structured engagement with the UK 

Government, Scottish Government, Welsh Government, the Office of Gas and Electricity 

Markets (Ofgem) and Transmission Owners (TOs). This reflects the national importance 

of network planning and supports transparency and alignment on approach. 
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Engagement 
Stakeholder feedback has been central to testing and refining the recommendations of 
the Beyond 2030 Update. Key themes from stakeholder feedback included; 
 

• the need to use the most current data 

• testing uncertainty around offshore wind delivery 

• understanding the impact of delays to larger or higher-risk schemes.  

Stakeholders also emphasised the importance of checking alignment with wider 
strategic planning, including the Strategic Spatial Energy Plan (SSEP), and of considering 
the environmental, community, deliverability, and regional impacts of specific network 
options. This feedback helped us refine modelling, strengthen the evidence base, test 
different scenarios, discount options where risks were too significant, and identify where 
further development through the Centralised Strategic Network Plan (CSNP) will be 
needed. Further details on the feedback received are available further down in the 
report.  
 

In developing the Beyond 2030 Update Report, we prioritised 
engagement through existing NESO forums. This approach 
makes best use of stakeholders’ time and maintains an open 
and inclusive process. 
By working through established groups, we placed 
discussions in the wider context of strategic 
energy planning and avoided creating additional 
demands on stakeholders. 
This approach has allowed us to: 
 

• build on existing knowledge 

• maintain continuity of stakeholder input 

• bring together a wide range of perspectives in a structured and collaborative way 

It reflects our commitment to making stakeholder input central to the report while 
respecting the time and expertise they contribute. Further in the report is a summary of 
the key engagement groups involved in developing the Beyond 2030 Update Report. The 
diagram above illustrates the number of meetings held with these groups. 
 

Figure 2: Number of Engagement Groups Held 
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Environment, Societal and Community  
Engagement through the Environmental Working Group (EWG) and wider community 
and societal stakeholders provided a structured way to incorporate environmental 
expertise alongside broader, place-based perspectives into the Beyond 2030 Update. 
The EWG enabled a detailed review of environmental appraisals and methodology, while 
societal forums and local government engagement ensured that wider community, 
economic and regional considerations were understood and reflected in the 
development of the plan. 

Environmental Working Group 

The EWG is part of the Strategic Energy Planning (SEP) engagement programme. It 
provides a regular forum for statutory environmental bodies and wider environmental 
stakeholders to review and give feedback at key stages of plan development. 

The group focuses on environmental assessments and considerations, ensuring these 
are robust and reflect stakeholder expertise. It plays an important advisory role by 
supporting environmental governance, enabling efficient engagement, and providing 
specialist insight throughout the development of our publications. 

Community and societal stakeholders 

We are developing our role as the strategic energy planner by building relationships 
with a broader range of stakeholders across society, particularly those with  
place-based interests. 

Across our SEP work, we have established 13 societal forums. These bring together 
stakeholders from areas including business, transport, housing, tourism and leisure. 
We are also expanding engagement through local government forums to familiarise 
these groups with how we plan and recommend network development at a strategic 
level. 

For the Beyond 2030 Update, we have briefed these groups on the Transitional 
Centralised Strategic Network Plan (TCSNP) process that underpins the report. 
Following publication, we will continue engagement to explain the recommendations, 
including the trade-offs involved in different network choices, and to support future 
engagement through the Centralised Strategic Network Plan (CSNP), the enduring 
framework for strategic network planning. 
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Community and societal stakeholders will also have opportunities to engage as 
Transmission Owners (TOs) further develop specific projects. This engagement sets 
out the context and rationale for how strategic decision making takes place. 

 

Industry Working Groups 
Across the Technology Forum, Industry Working Group, Network Options Assessment 
teleconferences, TO groups, Impact Assessment engagement and the Joint Planning 
Committee (JPC) Electricity Ten-Year Statement (ETYS) subgroup, engagement 
provided structured collaboration between NESO, TOs, developers, government and 
wider industry. These forums enabled sharing of technical insight, supply chain 
intelligence, modelling assumptions and delivery challenges, while supporting 
coordination, issue resolution and alignment across planning processes and timelines 
for the Beyond 2030 Update. 

Technology Forum  

The Strategic Energy Planning (SEP) Technology Subgroup provides structured 
engagement between NESO and stakeholders involved in electricity network 
infrastructure. This includes technology providers, TOs, offshore developers, contractors, 
trade bodies, governments and the Office of Gas and Electricity Markets (Ofgem). 
Through this group, we have worked with stakeholders to understand key supply chain 
trends and constraints. This includes targeted discussions on costs, delivery times and 
the availability of different assets. 
The subgroup also assesses the deliverability of emerging network options and how 
centralised planning can better support industry. It brings together wider stakeholder 
views to support transparent appraisal and informed decision-making. 
While much of the discussion has focused on offshore assets, the group has also 
provided broader insight into trends across the wider network market. 

Industry Working Group 

Meaningful engagement with industry is essential to ensure our plans are robust, 
deliverable and reflect real-world challenges. 
The SEP Industry Working Group is a core engagement forum supporting this. It 
provides a coordinated platform across SEP projects and brings together 
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representative organisations from across the sector, ensuring a broad range of 
expertise informs strategic energy planning. 
This group has enabled industry insight to directly shape and influence our work. 
Members have been regularly updated on the progress on the Beyond 2030 Update 
and have been engaged around its publication, supporting knowledge sharing and 
transparency. 

 

Network Options Assessment teleconference  

The purpose of this group has been to review and assess progress on the Beyond 2030 
Update methodology, including consultation responses and the overall programme 
required to deliver the Beyond 2030 Update Report, in collaboration with Transmission 
Owners (TOs).  

The group identifies and addresses key issues or blockers, provides updates on 
upcoming activities, and maintains regular communication between us and TOs. It 
supports coordination across the annual Transitional Centralised Strategic Network Plan 
(TCSNP) and Network Options Assessment (NOA) processes. 

Monthly Senior Transmission Owner delivery call  

The Monthly Senior TOs delivery meeting provided a governance forum for us and TOs 
to share strategic updates, risks and direction. 
It was established to support the Beyond 2030 Update, enabling faster  
decision-making and problem-solving at a strategic level. 
The group identified and escalated delays, risks and issues, considered proposed 
solutions, and agreed on the way forward to keep delivery aligned across 
organisations. It also reviewed wider progress, including analysis results, key decisions 
and actions arising from working-level engagement. 
This ensured relevant information was fed into broader project and executive 
discussions, while maintaining appropriate confidentiality within the group. 
 

 

Transmission Owners Working Group  

This is a regular project meeting between TO specialists and us, focused on 
collaboration and data sharing across key areas of the project. 
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The meetings provide an opportunity to: 

• review progress on key deliverables 

• share feedback 

• align with related workstreams 

• identify and raise risks and issues. 

They also provide high-level visibility of progress on the Beyond 2030 Update, including 
delivery against key milestones, and act as an escalation route when issues arise. 

Impact Assessment engagement  

The Holistic Network Design (HND), published by the Electricity System Operator (ESO) in 
July 2022, set out a recommended design for Great Britain’s electricity network to 
support the government’s target of 50 GW of offshore wind by 2030. 

As projects moved through the Detailed Network Design (DND) phase, developers and 
Transmission Owners (TOs) have proposed changes to the original design. These 
include changes to technology, cable routes and connection points. We developed an 
Impact Assessment process to assess these changes against the HND baseline. The 
outcome of this process is a refined offshore network design. 

Engagement has been central to the Impact Assessment process. This has included: 

• Monthly HND Follow-Up Exercise (HNDFUE) Infrastructure Delivery Forums with 
developers and TOs to discuss upcoming assessments, risks and delivery 
challenges. 

• Fortnightly HNDFUE Technical Cluster Working Groups with TOs and developers to 
support collaborative Impact Assessments. 

• Regular bilateral meetings with TOs to review the impact of proposed changes on 
their networks. 

• Targeted meetings with developers to support applications, provide updates and 
agree on next steps. 

This structured approach has enabled consistent collaboration across all parties, 
supported timely issue resolution, and ensured that changes to the offshore network 
design are robust, coordinated and deliverable. 
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Joint Planning Committee Electricity Ten Year Statement Subgroup 

To coordinate the publication of the Electricity Ten-Year Statement (ETYS), the Joint 
Planning Committee (JPC) ETYS subgroup was established. 
The JPC is a formal planning group defined in the System Operator Transmission 
Owner Code (STC). It coordinates planning activity between us and Transmission 
Owners (TOs). The ETYS subgroup meets every two weeks to discuss and agree on the 
activities that set out the future needs of Great Britain’s transmission system. This work 
underpins network planning and informs recommendations in the Network Options 
Assessment (NOA). 
The subgroup plays a central role in developing the ETYS. Its purpose is set out in the 
diagram below. The ETYS group also worked closely with the Beyond 2030 Update, 
developed under license condition C27 of our Transmission License. Both outputs use 
the same Future Energy Scenarios (FES) and network analysis, ensuring a consistent 
and coordinated approach to long-term system planning. 

 

 
Figure 3: ETYS Subgroup process 
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https://www.neso.energy/publications/electricity-ten-year-statement-etys
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Governance and decision making 
The dedicated governance framework for the Beyond 2030 Update mirrors the approach 
used for the original Beyond 2030 work. 

It includes three core forums. These reviewed both initial and final results from the 
Beyond 2030 Update analysis: 

• the NESO and Transmission Owners (TOs) Electricity Infrastructure Planning Forum 

• the Beyond 2030 Update Committee 

• the Electricity Infrastructure Plan Advisory Forum. 

These forums provided structured oversight and challenge throughout the process. 
Stakeholders include the Department for Energy Security and Net Zero (DESNZ), the 
Office of Gas and Electricity Markets (Ofgem), TOs, and the Scottish and Welsh 
Governments. 

NESO and Transmission Owner Electricity Infrastructure Planning 
Forum 

This group consists of senior representation from; 

• NESO 
• National Grid Electricity Transmission (NGET) 
• Scottish Power Energy Network (SPEN) 
• Scottish and Southern Electricity Transmission (SSEN-T) 
• OFGEM and DESNZ having the opportunity to attend as observers. 

The forum offered oversight, challenge and advice on the development of the proposals. 
It received updates at key points in the process, including on initial analysis outcomes 
and the final network option recommendations, ensuring alignment and robust  
decision making.  

The NESO and TO Electricity Infrastructure Planning Forum provided a platform for TOs to 
collectively review and agree on proposals for the Beyond 2030 Update. Whilst 
agreement was sought, the decision making for the recommendations that form the 
Beyond 2030 Update resided with NESO outside of this forum.  
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Beyond 2030 Update Committee (tCSNP2 Refresh Committee)  

The Beyond 2030 Update Committee was the NESO decision making forum responsible 
for considering and confirming the recommendations within the Beyond 2030 Update. 

It has provided oversight, scrutiny and advice to ensure the recommendations have 
been robust and evidence based. The Committee included senior representatives from 
across our directorates at NESO and focused on key decisions, particularly for more 
marginal or sensitive reinforcement options. To provide additional transparency, 
members from Office of Gas and Electricity Markets (Ofgem), Department for Energy 
Security and Net Zero (DESNZ) and the Transmission Owners (TOs) had the opportunity 
to attend.  

Electricity 
Infrastructure Plan Advisory Forum 

The Electricity Infrastructure Plan Advisory Forum was used to provide strategic oversight 
and advice to the development and output of the Beyond 2030 Update. It informed 
NESO’s decision-making but did not determine the final recommendations. The forum 
received updates at key points during the report's development, including on the initial 
and final results. The forum provides NESO and the TOs with input and advice from 
DESNZ, Scottish Government, Welsh Government and Ofgem as part of the development 
process for the report.   

 

 

 

 

Inform
Electriity 

Infrastructure 
Plan Advisory 

Forum

Decide
Beyond 2030 

Update 
Comitee

Agree
NESO & TO 
Electricity 

Infrastructure 
Planning Forum 



 

 

 

 

  
 

15 

 

Public 

Stakeholder feedback 
We have taken into account feedback and discussions from the engagement groups set 
out above throughout the development of the Beyond 2030 Update. These forums have 
helped shape our approach by testing assumptions, providing challenge, and 
strengthening our thinking across key issues. 

Alongside this broader engagement, stakeholders also have given targeted feedback on 
specific elements of the work, including the environmental appraisal and impact 
assessments. We summarise this feedback below. 

Environmental Working Group  

For the Beyond 2030 Update, we asked the Strategic Energy Planning (SEP) 
Environmental Working Group (EWG) to review the appraisal of new onshore and 
offshore circuit options for the transitional Centralised Strategic Network Plan 2 (tCSNP2) 
Refresh. This has focused on constraint prioritisation, mitigation application, and the 

wider methodology. 

We received around 200 responses and 16 queries from six 
stakeholder organisations. We have grouped this feedback into six 
themes. 

Overall, the feedback was constructive. It provided both challenge and 
validation and has strengthened our appraisal approach. 

General agreement with the appraisals  

Around a fifth of comments expressed full or partial agreement with the BRAG (Black, 
Red, Amber, Green) status and the wider narrative in the community and environmental 
appraisals. In some cases, this agreement related to the BRAG definitions themselves. In 
others, it reflected broader support for the appraisal process or the application of 
mitigation, sometimes with specific caveats. 

This feedback helped validate the analysis and increased confidence in decisions 
between mutually exclusive options. Where stakeholders broadly supported the 
appraisal outcomes, it provided assurance on whether environmental and community 
impacts were a distinguishing factor in the wider assessment. 

Queries around the methodology 

A smaller number of comments raised broader questions about the methodology. These 
included how particular sites, such as European sites, were represented; how National 
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Parks and historic settings were treated; how buffer zones were applied; and how 
interactions with other plans were considered. 

This feedback led to a range of actions. Some points reflected known limitations of the 
current strategic appraisal approach and have been logged for consideration in future 
Centralised Strategic Network Planning (CSNP) work. Others were discussed with our 
consultant, RPS, and addressed where appropriate. 

Site-specific challenges feedback  

A smaller number of comments raised concerns about potential gaps in the evidence 
base, including possible missing constraints or data such as heritage assets, coastal 
paths and designated habitats. 

We reviewed all comments and assessed whether these constraints should be included 
in the appraisal framework. In some cases, constraints were not added because they 
are not yet confirmed or the data is not available in a usable form. 

In other cases, we discussed the points further with our consultant and considered 
whether updates were needed. Overall, this did not materially change the outcomes of 
the relevant appraisals. 

Feedback on mitigation proposals and challenges to the BRAG scores (Black, Red, 
Amber, Green) 

Members of the Environmental Working Group (EWG) also provided detailed feedback 
on mitigation. This included calls for clearer mitigation proposals, as well as concerns 
about spatial squeeze, cable crossings and differences in policy treatment across 
specific constraints. Morecambe Bay was highlighted in particular. 

Some of this feedback sits outside the scope of the strategic appraisal methodology, 
which focuses on the potential to avoid constraints rather than detailed mitigation 
design. However, we have shared these insights with Transmission Owners (TOs) to 
inform later stages of design and delivery. 

Where comments raised questions about specific BRAG scores, we reviewed these with 
our consultant and made changes where appropriate. In most cases, these 
amendments did not materially affect the final BRAG outcomes. One exception was 
Morecambe Bay, where the score was revised from Red to Black following further review. 
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Feedback on specific site issues 

Over 30 comments highlighted specific constraints, such as landfalls, pinch points, and 
crossings. These comments added detail about how sensitive or important certain 
locations are. 
 
We triaged this feedback, reviewed it with our consultant where needed, and responded 
directly to stakeholders where appropriate. We have retained much of this information 
as part of the wider evidence base. Relevant points have also been shared with 
Transmission Owners (TOs) to inform future design and delivery stages. 

Impact Assessment  

Four submissions were considered through the Impact Assessment2  process. Each 
proposed changes to make the original network design more practical and deliverable. 

• The Southern Cluster submission responded to supply chain pressures, rising 
offshore costs and delivery constraints. It proposed a simpler design, with more 
direct shore connections and less offshore interconnection.  
 

• The North Cluster 2 submission addressed technical limitations associated with 
long-distance alternating current (AC) transmission. It proposed a high voltage 
direct current (HVDC) design, reducing offshore infrastructure while improving 
deliverability. 
 

• The Muir Mhòr submission proposed a more modular build approach. This would 
allow the wind farm and associated transmission links to progress more 
independently, with fewer dependencies on wider reinforcement.  
 

• The Collaborative Impact Assessment brought together TOs and developers. It 
proposed a simplified offshore topology, with direct onshore connections and a 
strategic reinforcement link to reduce complexity, delivery risk and commercial 
challenges. 
 

These proposals were driven by practical issues identified during detailed design. 
Stakeholders highlighted challenges with more meshed offshore networks, including 
operational complexity, the amount of equipment required, and risks linked to supply 
chain availability and delivery timelines. 

 
2 neso.energy/about/our-projects/offshore-coordination#Changes-to-the-Holistic-Network-Design 

http://www.neso.energy/about/our-projects/offshore-coordination#Changes-to-the-Holistic-Network-Design
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Overall, feedback across the Impact Assessments was consistent. Developers and 
Transmission Owners (TOs) considered that the original designs were often too 
ambitious, rigid, or complex to deliver. While earlier designs offered more coordinated 
offshore solutions, they also introduced challenges around buildability, phasing, 
operational complexity, supply chains, timing and cost. Stakeholders highlighted a clear 
gap between high-level strategic design and what can realistically be engineered, 
financed and delivered. 
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Feedback themes 

Theme Feedback  The result  
Inputs from a 
refined offshore 
network design 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Impact Assessment engagement provided further 
insight into the deliverability of different technologies and 
the environmental and community impacts of alternative 
offshore design approaches. 

As the offshore design evolved, there was a shift towards 
greater use of radial wind farm connections and offshore 
land-to-land links. This changed how power flows are 
transferred into Great Britain’s onshore network, requiring a 
review and refinement of the underlying modelling. 

The discussions concluded that particular 
bootstraps, which had arisen through the 
Impact Assessment process, were to be 
analysed to ensure accurate modelling of the 
broader network.  

New power flows were also mapped onto the 
system and assessed along with the wider 
background.   

 

Table 1: Feedback themes 
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Using background 
data in the 
analysis 

 

Stakeholders worked with us to identify the most 
appropriate data to assess system needs and inform 
network recommendations. This included the latest Future 
Energy Scenarios data and the Gate 2 Connections Reform 
offer list. 

Taken together, this provided the clearest available view of 
where network constraints are likely to emerge in the 
coming years. Stakeholders broadly supported this 
approach, while recognising the challenges of developing 
options alongside a changing evidence base. 

 

We continued working closely with stakeholders 
to review the data used in option submissions 
and ensure it was suitable for addressing the 
constraints identified in the modelling. 
 
This process resulted in 102 options being 
submitted, providing a strong basis for option 
selection and assessment. 
 

Offshore wind 
analysis 

 

We were asked to run tests to model the impact of 
changing volumes of offshore wind connecting into the 
transmission network over the next two decades. 

Many offshore wind projects generate large amounts of 
power, placing significant demands on network capacity. 
Where connection volumes differ from what the network is 
built for, there may be opportunities to deliver additional 
value for consumers by making better use of the system. 

 

We tested a range of scenarios to reflect 
projects connecting later than expected or not 
progressing. 
 
The analysis showed that, across these 
scenarios, much of the proposed network is still 
required. This provides greater confidence in 
the robustness of the recommendations. 
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SSEP backcheck 

 

The Strategic Spatial Energy Plan (SSEP) will provide a clear 
signal on the levels of generation required across Great 
Britain across clearly defined regions or ‘zones’ from the 
2030s onwards. The request is to check that the network 
within these recommendations aligns with the results in the 
SSEP.  

 

The Department for Energy Security and Net 
Zero (DESNZ) released refreshed energy 
generation cost data, throughout November 
and December 2025.  
With the release of this data, we, as the NESO 
and DESNZ, made the decision to re-run the 
SSEP modelling. This was to be able to use this 
refreshed data to ensure our analysis and 
recommendations were based on the most 
credible and current information. As a result, the 
timeline for developing the SSEP extended, 
meaning the relevant data was not available in 
time to check the Beyond 2030 results against 
the chosen SSEP pathway ahead of publication 
of the Beyond 2030 Update. 
 

Testing the 
impact of delays 
to larger schemes 

Stakeholders asked us to test how delays to larger,  
higher-risk schemes could affect projected constraint costs 
and the performance of different option pathways. 

 

We modelled delays to a number of options 
and assessed the wider impact on the system. 
The analysis showed that timely delivery of key 
schemes is important to reduce constraint 
costs and reinforces the need to provide clear 
signals to stakeholders as early as possible. 
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Working with 
stakeholders to 
consider specific 
options within 
nations and 
regions 

 

We received three options for transferring power between 
Carlisle and Lancashire through Cumbria. One option 
proposed a more direct route east of the Lake District. The 
other two followed the west coast, including one offshore 
route through Morecambe Bay. 

We received significant feedback on the environmental 
appraisal for Morecambe Bay, with stakeholders 
highlighting major consenting and deliverability risks. We 
also worked with Transmission Owners (TOs) and internal 
teams to understand whether wider system needs might 
support one route over another. Stakeholders noted that 
further design work on the eastern option could provide 
greater clarity on its costs and impacts. 

We discounted the route crossing Morecambe 
Bay, taking account of stakeholder feedback 
and wider considerations. 
 
We concluded that both an eastern and a 
western route should be taken forward for 
further development, so their performance can 
be assessed in more detail as wider energy 
planning progresses. Following this additional 
work, one route will be selected for delivery. 

 

Options for 
onshore 
compared with 
offshore spine in 
Scotland 

 

We reassessed the northernmost section of the onshore 
spine in Scotland against two other options in the Beyond 
2030 Update. The original option ran from near Peterhead 
through Eastern Scotland and Aberdeenshire. A second 
route ran more centrally from near Inverness south to join 
the long onshore spine near Edinburgh. The third followed 
the same initial path before turning east-west to reconnect 
with the original route further north.  

Environmental appraisals, including input from 
environmental stakeholders, indicated that all three options 
present consenting challenges due to the number and 
distribution of environmental and community constraints. 

We took account of the feedback - that all  
three options face significant but broadly 
similar environmental and community 
challenges, which meant other parts of the 
analysis became more important in 
distinguishing between them. 

We then assessed the economic performance 
of both offshore and onshore options and found 
that both types of reinforcement are needed. 

We will continue to engage with TOs and assess 
the needs of these network options through the 
Centralised Strategic Network plan (CSNP) as 
they have requested. 



 

 

 

 

  
 

23 

 

Public 

There was limited differentiation between the options on 
this basis. 

Stakeholders also emphasised the need to robustly test the 
requirement for an onshore overhead alternating current 
(AC) spine, given these challenges. Alternative offshore 
high voltage direct current (HVDC) options were put 
forward, transferring power from Northern Scotland to Kent 
and Lincolnshire. These could, in theory, reduce the need for 
onshore reinforcement. Stakeholders were clear that our 
analysis should assess the need for both onshore and 
offshore network options. 

Wales/England 
border options 

 

Network options in Wales and the surrounding areas have 
changed significantly from the original Beyond 2030 
recommendations. 

The new submission which has been recommended 
comprises of three options. This included a link between 
North Wales and the West Midlands. It also included two 
alternative options connecting the same substations at 
either end. One more direct route running along the 
western side of the West Midlands, and another running into 
Wales and back into Herefordshire, including a substation in 
mid-Wales.. 

We liaised with the Transmission Owner (TO) to understand 
the drivers for the change. Both alternative options provide 
the same capability, one providing more opportunity for 
connections in Wales at a higher cost.  

We have recommended both options be 
developed further by the TO, recognising that 
more benefit analysis is needed. Following 
publication of Beyond 2030 Update, we will work 
with relevant stakeholders to understand what 
process and information is appropriate to make 
a prompt decision on which option should be 
delivered.  
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We have clarified with Welsh stakeholders that our 
assessment does not capture the potential benefits 
associated with a mid-Wales connection node. This node is 
present in one of two possible options. Therefore, these 
benefits are not reflected in the analysis. 

Feedback from stakeholders has reflected the need for 
careful coordination and direction from us and other 
stakeholders on what the next steps of this process will be. 

Broader need for 
the West Scotland 
onshore overhead 
spur 

 

There were significant stakeholder discussions on the 
performance of the West Scotland overhead spur near 
Kilmarnock. Stakeholders supported the need for this 
option, highlighting its importance in enabling emerging 
renewable energy projects in the area. 

 

We gathered all the evidence related to this 
project and have since made a 
recommendation to the Office of Gas and 
Electricity Markets (Ofgem) that it should 
receive funding for development.  

Baselining 
Lincolnshire 
option – removing 
from assessment  

 

In developing the Beyond 2030 Update we needed to 
establish which schemes were developed to the right level 
of maturity to either be reassessed or put into the baseline 
for funding and to progress without reassessment.  

The new circuit in Lincolnshire was discussed with 
stakeholders at the beginning of the project to understand 
the benefits of any reassessment.  

 

Despite this project being developed to a 
relatively high level of maturity, it was decided 
that another assessment was required through 
the Beyond 2030 Update. This helped confirm 
the need for the project and gave more 
confidence that it is still cost effective based on 
new background data. 
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Engagement 
around schemes 
that have not 
been 
recommended 

 

Stakeholders have highlighted concerns that significant 
options have not been recommended and could provide 
significant benefit in the future. They cautioned against 
removing them from the process for resubmission in the 
future. These include options for very large scheme such as 
an ultra-high voltage direct current configuration from 
North to South England. 

Our view is that we have a significant number of 
options submitted which allowed us to 
undertake a comprehensive assessment. We 
are open to receiving these options again for 
the next tranche of analysis in the Centralised 
Strategic Network Plan (CSNP), as we agree they 
may provide future benefit.  

 

 

We addressed the feedback and carried out targeted internal reviews where comments highlighted missing 
constraints or inconsistencies in the appraisal outputs. Where technical points needed validation, we sought 
clarification from our consultant, RPS. 

We also made clear where feedback fell outside the scope of strategic appraisal—such as detailed routeing, 
construction impacts, seasonal constraints and mitigation delivery—and recorded these points for handover to 
Transmission Owners (TOs). 

In parallel, we logged relevant insights to inform future CSNP development and methodology refinement. We also fed 
the feedback into the Strategic Option Appraisal process, reinforcing decisions to discount certain options. 
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Next steps 
The Beyond 2030 Update sets out the strategic electricity transmission infrastructure 
needed to deliver secure, homegrown and affordable electricity over the coming 
decades. 

Building on earlier plans, it assesses a long list of options from Transmission Owners 
(TOs) to identify those that are deliverable, represent value for consumers and balance 
impacts on communities and the environment. It provides a high-level blueprint for how 
the network should develop over the next decade and beyond. Detailed routeing and 
project design will follow through further technical work, regulatory processes and 
ongoing stakeholder engagement. 

We will continue to work closely with TOs, developers, the Office of Gas and Electricity 
Markets (Ofgem), government, environmental bodies, communities and wider 
stakeholders. This will help us test assumptions, refine options and improve 
transparency in how network decisions are made and delivered. 

We will also continue to improve our approach to engagement as we develop future 
plans, including the Centralised Strategic Network Plan (CSNP). 

 


