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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

	1.1
	Purpose and Scope
	


2. Metrology Procedure: Part A
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	2
	Dispute Resolution
	The Rules dispute resolution process as described in NER clause 8.2 applying to Registered Participants may not always be appropriate for Metrology disputes, particularly on the case of contractual matters, where the contracts will have defined dispute processes.  We suggest changes the below alteration to the clause 2 provision.
Any dispute arising out of the subject matter of this Procedure will be addressed using the dispute resolution process in clause 8.2 of the NER, except where the dispute is contractual in nature.

	12.1
	Preliminary Requirements


	The removal from Metrology Procedure Part A of the obligation on the current MC to ensure a Final Read at the time of de‑commissioning of a meter that is being churned creates a gap in obligations.  

There appears to be no corresponding obligation in other instruments to ensure a Final Read is taken.  Having this obligation on the MC has set the right balance in developing cooperative behaviour in facilitating the acquisition of final read, either locally or by the old MPB.

Even if the B2B Procedures includes a field in a transaction to send the Final Read of a removed meter there should be an obligation to ensure the Final Read is taken.  Hence AusNet Services recommends retaining this obligation in the Metrology Procedure Part A.

	12.2.1
	Deemed Network Devices
	AusNet Services contributed to and supports to the ENA’s response in relation to clause 12.2.1 of the Metrology Procedures Part A.  A summary of the response is outlined below. 
Chapter 10 of the National Electricity Amendment Rule 2015 No.12 (NER) clearly defines Network Device.  Further the final rule determination and the final rule describe the incumbent metering installation as a network device.  
The effect of the final determination should be that Victorian DNSPs will be able to retain and continue to use the meters they deployed under the AMI program as network devices.  As such, we recommend the proposed changes to NER clause 12.2.1 of Metrology Procedure Part A with the following minor amendments in green and red (AEMO).
12.2.1 Deemed Network Devices

AEMO does not consider there to be any circumstances where it is necessary for AEMO to deem certain devices on a network within a metering installation to be network devices for the purposes of clause 7.8.6 of the NER, other than LNSP provided Victorian AMI meters.


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

	2.2
	Insurance
	It is too late to make changes to the insurance provisions at this late stage of the lead up to 1 December, because it would be too late to renegotiate insurance arrangements prior to 1 December 2017.
To alleviate the impact of this, AusNet Services suggest an additional provision to make it clear that public liability insurance can be shared across MDPs and MPBs where the same legal entity is providing both services using a single policy of $10,000,000.


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

	4.2 (a) (ii)
	Metering Data Validation Requirements  
	


5. MDFF Specification NEM 12 NEM 13

	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	4.3
	NMI data details record (200)


	


6. MSATS Procedures: CATS
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	2.4
	Metering Data Provider
	In relation to 2.4(p), meters made capable of remote acquisition in accordance with 7.8.9(b) of the NER may be read daily and classified with the read type code of RWD to signify this. In this case it would be unnecessary to update the NSRD on a daily basis.  AusNet Services believes the NSW metering fleet installed under 7.8.9(b) is read on a daily basis, and there is potential for Victoria to amend 7.8.9(b) to make it apply to VIC AMI meters to achieve outcomes.  To enable these policy outcomes to continue we strongly recommend not incorporating the proposed change as shown below with the red strikethrough (draft procedure changes are in orange).
(p) For metering installations that are manually read, or have been made capable of remote acquisition in accordance with 7.8.9(b) of the NER, update the NSRD within two business days of a meter being read. There is no requirement to maintain the Next Scheduled Read Date NSRD for meters that are remotely read.

Alternatively, we propose adding a provision to that excludes daily read meters from the requirement from updating NSRD by making the following amendment shown in green.
(p) For metering installations that are manually read, or have been made capable of remote acquisition in accordance with 7.8.9(b) of the NER and are not being read daily, update the NSRD within two business days of a meter being read. There is no requirement to maintain the Next Scheduled Read Date NSRD for meters that are remotely read.

	2.10
	Embedded Network Manager
	AusNet Services suggests that an ENM should only create a NMI when requested by a retailer, as is the case for NMIs allocated outside of embedded networks.

	4.7
	Objection Codes
	AusNet Services is concerned that proposed changes remove the possible use of BADMETER objection codes for a number of transactions, when we and other participants have already built system logic to use this objection code.  Further, the use of BADMETER is important for advice where the meter is missing or not fit for the purpose of measuring consumption for the site.  Accordingly, we recommend not proceeding with proposed changes restricting the use of BADMETER from MSATS Procedures: CATS Procedures.
Also we suggest that the definition of CONTRACT objection code is extended to also include the situation where a FRMP (not just the large End User) proposes to transfer a NMI but the MC objects on the basis that the FRMP has no arrangement in place with the MC (incumbent or new).

	4.11.1
	NMI Status Codes
	AusNet Services considers that the “Code X” this should also apply when the Embedded Network Connection has been permanently removed from the Embedded Network Connection Point, to be consistent with arrangements outside of the embedded network.

	7.8
	Objection Rules
	AusNet Services recommends retaining the MPB’s and LNSP’s right to use BADMETER.  As the use of BADMETER is appropriate for CR1000 transactions where the meter is missing or not fit for the purpose of measuring consumption for the site and also it is too late to change our systems that incorporate the use of this code at this late stage.


7. MSATS Procedures: WIGS

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

	3.5
	Pre-Production Assessment
	


9. Other Issues Related to Consultation Subject Matter
	Document
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	Guide To The Role Of The Metering Coordinator
	4.2
	Small Customer Metering Installations
	AusNet Services recommends that the second paragraph 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 Role Of The Metering Coordinator
	4.9
	Inspections, Testing and Audits
	AusNet Services considers the following statement in section 4.9 of the guide to the Role of the Metering Coordinator can be taken out of context when applied to situations with the LNSP is MC as per NER 11.86.7 below.  

11.86.7 (g) Any Metering Coordinator appointed under paragraph (a) or deemed to be appointed under paragraph (c): 

(3) must promptly notify the financially responsible Market Participant of a metering installation malfunction which occurs to a metering installation other than the installations referred to in clause 7.8.10(a)(1) of new Chapter 7.

Where metering installation malfunctions as a result being inaccurate the LSNP would not be able to replace the metering installation and instead notify the FRMP as per 11.86.7(g)(3).  As such, AusNet Services recommends adding the following sentence in green.

Arrangements to restore the accuracy of metering installations are to be made in accordance with 7.9.2(a).  Where the MC is the LSNP for the connection point, the MC instead must promptly notify the FRMP of the metering installation malfunction and the FRMP must promptly appoint a Metering Coordinator.

	Guide To The Role Of The Metering Coordinator
	9
	Compliance
	Provisions in section 9 of the “guide to the Role of the Metering Coordinator” apply NER clause 2.4A.1 in a manner that is inconsistent with the registration of any other party under the Rules, e.g. Market Participants do not need to “demonstrate of ongoing compliance”.  NER clause 2.4A.1 only extends to the registration of the Metering Coordinator.

2.4A.1(a) A Metering Coordinator is a person so registered by AEMO who engages in the coordination and provision of metering services at a connection point.

Provisions in NER clause 2.4A.2 mirror those provisions in NER clause 2.4.2 in defining eligibility criteria.  Clearly, Market Participants are not subject to obligations of providing yearly compliance audit reports to AEMO in the same way as proposed in section 9 of the MC Guide.  The proposed wording “eligible for registration” clearly relates to the entry criteria for the once off registration process.

AEMO’s powers to establish Guides under the Rules do not extend to creating new obligations on participants, instead obligations need to be established in the Rules and Procedures.  Clauses 2.4A.1 or 2.4A.2 do not require the ongoing demonstration of compliance that has been interpreted in the “guide to the Role of the Metering Coordinator” to mean provision of independent external audits.  
AusNet Services recommends the removal of the below provisions from section 9 to ensure consistency with registration obligations in the chapter 2 of the Rules.

Registration under clause 2.4A.1 of the NER is conditional on an MC’s demonstration of ongoing compliance with their obligations under the NER, which are summarised in sections 4, 5, 6 and 7 and procedures under the NER, which are listed in section 1.3. MCs must provide to AEMO the following within one month of each anniversary of the effective date of their registration:

· an independent audit review of their compliance with the NER and procedures under the NER;

· evidence of the independence of the auditor and suitability of the auditor to assess compliance; and

· certificates of currency of all insurance policies required to be held by them in their capacity as a Metering Coordinator.

We also suggest 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)
	4.2 (a)
	Reissue of exemption if no change
	The exemption guideline in clause 4.2(a) requires a current MC with an exemption to notify AEMO of an MC churn.  AusNet Services considers that this notification is unnecessary and should be deleted, because AEMO holds all exemptions and is aware of MC churn through MSATS.  Alternatively, we suggest the procedure should make it clear that a new MC needs to seek an exemption when they become current MC for non‑compliant site.


