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1. Glossary and Framework
Please delete any rows where there are no participant comments 
(note: only sections that have changed as part of Work package 3 are listed in the table below)
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	6
	Glossary
	See below

	Definitions
	‘Whole current’  
	As whole current is used as terminology across the various procedures it would be prudent to define this form of metering – eg:

Whole current - means a meter which is directly connected in line with the load.  

	Definition
	BusinessAcceptance
	This term is already defined in a more meaningful way in the B2B Technical Delivery Specification, which is also the correct context for its use.  UE suggests pointing the reader to the definition in the TDS to avoid having two misaligned definitions within documents. 

	Definition
	BusinessReceipt
	This term is already defined in a more meaningful way in the B2B Technical Delivery Specification, which is also the correct context for its use.  UE suggests pointing the reader to the definition in the TDS to avoid having two misaligned definitions within documents.

	Definition
	BusinessRejection
	This term is already defined in a more meaningful way in the B2B Technical Delivery Specification, which is also the correct context for its use.  UE suggests pointing the reader to the definition in the TDS to avoid having two misaligned definitions within documents.

	Definition
	Business Signal
	This term is already defined in a more meaningful way in the B2B Technical Delivery Specification, which is also the correct context for its use.  UE suggests pointing the reader to the definition in the TDS to avoid having two misaligned definitions within documents.

	Definition
	LNSP
	Incorrect definition in relation to an embedded network.

The LNSP for an embedded network is the EENSP not the ENM.


2. Metrology Procedure: Part A
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	
	Procedure Finalisation
	The NER 7.16.3 (b) requires the Metrology Procedure to be finalised three months prior to taking effect unless they are minor or administrative changes.

This would mean the Metrology Procedure needs to be finalised by 1 Sept, including agreement with the jurisdictions to correct the cross referencing and for the jurisdictions to complete consultation on the second tranche of more material jurisdictional metrology material that was envisaged.

	2
	Dispute resolution
	Dispute Resolution under NER 8.2 is a formal dispute process.  A better process is for participants and service providers to resolve disputes early rather than going straight to disputes under a formalised Rules dispute process.  Suggest the clause be drafted as “may” not “will”.
Any dispute arising out of the subject matter of this Procedure will may be addressed using the dispute resolution process in clause 8.2 of the NER.

	12.1
	Preliminary Requirements


	UE disagrees with the removal from Metrology Part A of the obligation on the current MC to undertake a Final Read at the time of de-commissioning of a meter that is being churned without there being a corresponding addition of obligations to the MP SLP. Presently in the MP SLP there is no obligation to capture the final read of an accumulation meter in the case of meter churn.

The B2B Procedures have introduced the Notice of Metering Works and added the ability to record the final reading of a removed meter.  The obligation to obtain this reading is currently strengthened by this clause in Metrology Part A.  If it is removed then the obligation is weakened.

	12.2.1
	Deemed Network Devices
	AEMC in their final determination state that Victorian AMI meters are network devices and these Vic AMI meters already installed can/must be retained subject to space restrictions.  The drafting in 12.2.1 must be amended to reflect the final rule determination and the final rule which refers whether the incumbent metering installation is considered a network device and not the network itself being considered a network device.

Suggested wording as follows:  AEMO does not consider there to be any circumstances where it is necessary for AEMO to deem certain devices on a network devices within a metering installation to be network devices, for the purposes of clause 7.8.6 of the NER other than Victorian AMI meters installed by Victorian LNSPs.

	13.2
	Cross referencing needs to be corrected to be internally consistent within the revised Metrology Procedure
	Clause 13.2 has a number of jurisdictional metrology tables.  The Metrology Part A Procedure has been rearranged and the cross referencing within the jurisdictional tables no longer makes the correct references to clauses within the document.  The Vic jurisdictional tables cross references need to be realigned to the AEMO updated procedure.

13.2 (b) please correct cross referencing in Vic, NSW and ACT

13.2 (c) and (d)  please correct cross referencing in Vic and ACT

13.2 (f) the clause drafting has a similar issue

13.2 (i) please correct cross referencing in Vic

	13.4
	Cross referencing needs to be corrected to be internally consistent within the revised Metrology Procedure
	13.4 (b) please correct cross referencing in Vic

UE notes that 13.8.2 also has similar issues.  There are also a number of jurisdictional tables with no review dates


3. Service Level Procedure (MDP)
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	2.2
	Insurance
	UE assumes given MC, MP and MDP need insurance that one policy of $10m public liability will suffice for example across the three roles where the same legal entity is providing services in all three roles.
UE requests that AEMO clarify in the Insurance clauses that a single policy (for example for $10m) will cover all roles simultaneously.

	7.4 (f)
	Review of Accreditation
	The reference to clause 2.2 has not been updated. It should be changed to 2.3.   This reference previously referred to ‘Use of Subcontractors’ but no longer does.


4. Service Level Procedure (MP)
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	2.3
	Insurance
	UE assumes given MC, MP and MDP need insurance that one policy of $10m public liability will suffice for example across the three roles where the same legal entity is providing services in all three roles?

UE requests that AEMO clarify in the Insurance clauses that a single policy (for example for $10m) will cover all roles simultaneously.

	4.4
	(c) If the Meter Churn has been carried out by a New MP and the metering installation does not have remote acquisition, the New MP must: 

(i) use reasonable endeavours to contact the Current MP to confirm that a Meter Churn is to be carried out; and 

(ii) provide the New MP’s details, including its Participant ID. 
	Drafting and process needs to be fixed “has been carried out” vs is to be carried out in sub clause (i).


5. MDFF Specification NEM 12 NEM 13

	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments


6. MSATS Procedures: CATS
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	2.3
	Local Network Service Provider
	2.3 (k) - This clause is does not accurately reflect the real situation as the connection point does not move.  Suggest words such as.  
Update the NMI Status Code to ‘X’ within five business days of receiving evidence from the Embedded Network Manager that they have taken full responsibility for the child site.

	2.5
	MPB
	(h)  UE recommends that this clause should clarify the obligations and use of the meter status “D” (remotely de-energised). The following wording is proposed in a new clause 

Update the Meter Status Code to ‘D’ within five business days of the meter being remotely de-energised by the MPB. The Proposed Change Date shall be the day after the remote de-energisation. This code must only be used for remotely read interval meters

	2.10
	Embedded Network Manager
	 (p) This clause is does not accurately reflect the real situation as the connection point does not move.  Suggest words such as.  

Update the NMI Status Code to ‘X’ within five business days of receiving evidence from the LNSP that they have taken over full responsibility for the site.

	4.7
	Objection Codes
	CONTRACT - This definition of contract is too restrictive.  It does not allow its use by an Initial MC in Victoria to object to an MC role change on the basis of the Initial MC contract enforcing Victorian Orders in Council.   
Following wording recommended:

Must only be used where an existing contractual (or jurisdictional) obligation takes precedence over the proposed change and OR a change of MC is proposed and the Current MC has been appointed in the Role of MC by a large End User.: 



	4.11.1
	NMI Status Codes
	UE understands that with AEMO’s clarification of embedded network responsibilities that the NMI Status Code ‘N’ is now redundant and there is no situation where it needs to be used.

UE is of the view that it should therefore be removed from the procedures to avoid confusion.  

	4.18 (b) (iii)
	Embedded Network Codes and Rules
	UE support the AEMO amendments.  No change required.

	7.8
	Objection Rules
	UE recommends that the proposed removal of objection options depicted in this section not be undertaken for the following reasons:
1.  The proposed changes to objection rules within Work Package 3 do not meet the intent of Work Package 3 to document “as built” changes.  No participant has built these proposed objection rules changes into their systems. Therefore it is not “as built”.

2. Changes to CATS Objection logic can have significant ramifications on participants POC program build effort and testing of systems.  Introducing the proposed changes will require participants to introduce scope changes to their Power of Choice projects at a very late stage.  Furthermore participants  will be forced to build and complete Industry testing by October 2017  before the Work Package 3 Procedures  are even published as Final when due on 30th November.  This introduces the risk that participants will build to the draft changes with no guarantee that they will be incorporated in the Final.  This is a significant project risk across the Industry.
3. The proposed removal of the roles that can use the BADMETER objection codes is not compensated by any corresponding introduction of roles that can use other forms of objection. For example it is legitimate for an MPB to object to being nominated by a retailer to perform any MPB role if it does not agree to the arrangement – However table 7-B  offers no mechanism for an MPB to object other than via BADMETER.   Removing that option removes the MPBs legitimate right not to take on a role if it chooses not to.    Arguably BADMETER is not the right objection code to be using – however many organisations have used what is available over the years, and have built their systems accordingly – even if not strictly used for its original intended purpose.   UE argues that now is not the time to by making substantial change to these objection codes, and that it would be preferable that change here be held off and incorporated into Procedure adjustments after 1 December.
4. To guarantee that the objection rules are truly correct and consistent requires a methodical review of all of the objections rules in the CATS procedures.   The adjustments being proposed here have not had the benefit of any methodical systemic review and therefore risk introducing unexpected problems and issues at a time of already significant change. 

UE recommends no change to objections codes in this CR (especially removal of existing objection options) without a full systemic review and consultation process.

	8.8
	Objection Rules
	See UE response to Clause 7.8

	9.8
	Objection Rules
	See UE response to Clause 7.8

	13.6
	Objection Rules
	See UE response to Clause 7.8

	14.6
	Objection Rules
	See UE response to Clause 7.8

	26.6
	Objection Rules
	See UE response to Clause 7.8

	30 (deleted clause)
	Make NMI a child NMI
	UE does not believe that deletion of this clause is prudent whilst the possibility exists that new embedded networks can be created that are exempt from having an ENM appointed (refer to NER 2.5.1), or while there is a possibility that there needs to be corrections made to existing Embedded Network arrangements. 

	31.8
	Objection Rules
	See UE response to Clause 7.8

	32.3
	Initiating Roles
	This section requires more thorough review.

An MC has no right to appoint themselves to a NMI other than when the MC is appointed by a Large customer.
In 32.2 the Initiating roles needs to reflect the New MC restriction to Large customer appointment.

The section wording only mentions the MC requirements in 32.4 there are no equivalent FRMP requirement for initiating this CR.  Greater clarity in the requirement of the FRMP is requirements.  (For example the FRMP may only nominate an MC where an agreement exists between the FRMP and the MC)


	32.4
	
	The title of this clause should be change be changed to ‘MC and FRMP Requirements’ as the current FRMP is able to use this CR. 

Also, clause (c) should have a RP field added to allow the initiator to identify who the new MC is.

	32.6
	Objection Rules
	Elsewhere UE has recommended that there be no change to objection code logic.  However in this case, UE recommends the objection code of BADPARTY also be made available for use to the new RP/MC if nominated by a FRMP. As the Procedure currently stands the new RP/MP does not have an objection code to use if it has been nominated in the role but it wants to object to this nomination (i.e. a FRMP assigning the LNSP as the RP for a site with usage above 160MWh).

	37.8
	Objection Rules
	See UE response to Clause 7.8


7. MSATS Procedures: WIGS

	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	2.8
	Objection Rules
	See UE response to Clause 7.8 in CATS Procedures

	7.6
	Objection Rules
	See UE response to Clause 7.8 in CATS Procedures

	16.9
	Objection Rules
	See UE response to Clause 7.8 in CATS Procedures

	17.6
	Objection Rules
	See UE response to Clause 7.8 in CATS Procedures

	20 (old)
	Make NMI a child NMI
	UE does not believe that deletion of this clause is prudent whilst the possibility exists that new embedded networks can be created that are exempt from having an ENM appointed (refer to NER 2.5.1), or while there is a possibility that there needs to be corrections made to existing Embedded Network arrangements.

	21.8
	Objection Rules
	See UE response to Clause 7.8 in CATS Procedures


8. Qualification Procedure (MP, MDP, ENM)
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments


9. Other Issues Related to Consultation Subject Matter

	Documents
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	Guide to the MC Role
	3.2
	MP and MDP appointments
	Last sentence should be clarified that where the LNSP is the MC and the MP/MDP roles there is no requirement to have a contract in place within the single business to define the terms and conditions.

	Guide to the MC Role
	4.1
	Metering Installations
	Under the first paragraph there should be an additional sentence to reflect that an LNSP MC is not in a position to replace a malfunctioning meter, including meters that are part of a non-compliant family.

Suggest adding:

“Subject to jurisdictional law, an MC that is an LNSP must notify the FRMP of a metering installation malfunction, the FRMP must appoint a new MC promptly and bring a metering installation into a compliant state consistent with the obligations in 11.86.7 (d).”

	Guide to the MC Role
	4.2
	Small Customer Metering Installations
	The second para should be amended so that it is consistent with the NER 7.8.3 (a).  The NER does not require a type 4 meter replacement to be a minimum services specification meter for a small customer.  The NER requires any metering installation for a small customer which could be a new installation or a meter replacement (of a type 4, 5 or 6) to be a minimum services specification meter

	Guide to the MC Role
	4.6
	Meter Churn
	Add a further paragraph to be consistent with the NER and clarify the requirement to bring an MC (LNSP) into compliance lies with the FRMP and the new appointed MC and not the current MC as implied by the drafting.

“Subject to jurisdictional law, an MC that is an LNSP must notify a FRMP in accordance with 11.86.7 (g) (3).  The FRMP must promptly appoint a new MC in accordance 11.86.7 (h) and the new MC must comply with 7.8.10 (a) (2) within 10 business days. “

	Guide to the MC Role
	9
	Compliance
	There is no rule requirement that we are aware of that requires the MC, a registered participant role, to have an annual independent audit.  UE suggest that the second paragraph be removed as AEMO cannot extend obligations in a Guideline.  The requirements on registration as an MC, 2.4 A.2 (a) (2), require compliance with the MC obligations on/for registration only, they do not extend to an annual independent audit.  The MC is required to develop and have approved by AEMO a meter asset management plan and provide a test plan in accordance with S7.6.1.  This compliance obligation could be inserted in this section.

	Exempt Guideline (small customer metering installation)
	2.2.2
	Expiry
	An exemption should only expire when the current MC establishes a reliable or robust remote acquisition, not when the current MC first establishes a remote acquisition which may be a flaky and intermittent service.

	Exempt Guideline (small customer metering installation)
	4.2 (a)
	Reissue of exemption if no change
	A current MC with an exemption needs to notify AEMO of an MC churn in MSATS.  This seems inappropriate, AEMO holds all exemptions and is aware of MC churn, there should be no need for a current MC to advise AEMO of an MC churn.  The clause should be deleted.  A new MC needs to evaluate the telecommunications capability and seek their own personal exemption.

	Standing data for MSATS
	4 
	CATS Meter Register (table 3)
	‘Status’ needs added clarification that in some documents (eg CATS procedures 4.11.3), that this field is referred to at the ‘Meter Register Status Code’.  And that despite its name on those documents it does not reflect the status of individual meter registers but reflects the status of the meter as a whole.

	Standing data for MSATS
	4 
	CATS Meter Register (table 3)
	‘Transformer Ratio’: The definition supplied is self-referential and therefore does not describe the expected format/usage.  Suggest that the description be modified to make it clear that this field should contain a representation of the primary and secondary windings of the transformer(s) eg ‘200/5’

	Standing data for MSATS
	9
	CATS REGISTER IDENTIFIER (Table 8)
	‘Suffix’ : The definition should be enhanced to explain that in some documents (eg CATS 13.4) this value is referred to as the ‘MDM Contributory Suffix,  but in others (eg MDFF Specification 4.3)  it is referred to as the ‘NMISuffix’,  and that it must not be confused with the ‘ElectricityDataStream/Suffix’  which us used to represent Net energy for settlement purposes.

	Standing data for MSATS
	12
	USE OF NMI SUFFIX TO POPULATE CATS_REGISTER_IDENTIFIER
	This section needs a review and re-write to clearly distinguish between  the NMISuffix which is used to represent Import and Export and Reactive datastreams with the E1,B1,Q1,K1 designations   and the alternative ElectricityDataStream/Suffix   which is used to represent Net data streams for settlement purposes using the N1 designations.


