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1. Glossary and Framework
Please delete any rows where there are no participant comments 

	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	
	
	Metering Competition
	Embedded Networks
	Meter Replacement Processes

	Chapter 3
	Glossary
	ADL:  To clarify our 1st stage consultation submission, it needs to be clear that the ADL is the “net electricity delivered…”.
Actual metering data:  A glossary term is required to generically define the metering data obtained from the meter as being “Actual” metering data – This is specifically required in Metrology Procedure Part B.

End User:  If “or generates” is not added to the definition of an End User, then it needs to be added to each clause where “End User” is specified and the requirement equally relates to generation.  For example, Clause 9.3 (b) of Metrology Procedure Part B should equally be applicable to the validation associated with a metering installation measuring generated energy.
Validated:  There is no definition for “Validated” in the glossary but is used in Metrology Procedure Part B.  
Ausgrid notes AEMOs response to our initial consultation feedback but contends that “Validation” is in fact a process, whereas “Validated” at least in the context of the Metrology procedure, refers to data that has “Passed” the “Validation” process.
	
	


2. Meter Data File Format
Please delete any rows where there are no participant comments 

	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	
	
	Metering Competition
	Embedded Networks
	Meter Replacement Processes

	2
	GENERAL RULES AND INFORMATION
	Clause 2 (b):  Ausgrid contends that the wording of this clause is ambiguous - Specifically the term 'read event'.  There are instances where all the data collected from a 'read event' cannot be contained within a single 100-900 block on account of the file size limitation imposed by B2B.  This can occur when more 6 months of interval data is collected from an MRIM metering installation containing multiple datastreams or a participant requests large periods of data via the PMDR/VMDR process.

The clause needs to be reworded such that 'the MDP ensures all suffixes associated with a NMI/IntervalDate are included in the same 100-900 event block'.  This will force and MDP to split a 'read event' in such a way so as to meet this requirement.
	
	

	3.3
	File construction
	Clause 3.3.5: AEMO has not completely addressed the issue.  The MDFF specification only allows for one (1) Reason Code to be applied to an Actual (A) flagged interval in the 400 record:-

“The StartInterval / EndInterval pairs must be presented in ascending record order. The StartInterval / EndInterval period must cover an entire day without gaps or overlaps. For example, (based on a 30 minute interval length): 

400,1,26,A,,
400,27,31,S53,9,
400,32,48,E52,,”

The MDFF specification still needs to include an application hierarchy for instances where more than one (1) Reason Code is applicable for a single interval.

Ausgrid suggests: 
(1) Tamper; 
(2) Power Outage; and 
(3) Time Reset.

Surely each MDP is not expected to negotiate this hierarchy with each of the 200+ registered retailers?
	
	

	4.3
	NMI data details record (200)
	RegisterID

Field Requirement should read “M/N”.

Meter Serial Number

The re-wording of the MeterSerialNumber definition is clumsy.  Suggested re-wording:-

“The faceplate serial number as per MSATS Standing Data for the respective IntervalDate. This should be the new Meter serial Number on an IntervalDate where a meter has been replaced.”
	
	


3. Metrology Procedure: Part A

Please delete any rows where there are no participant comments 

	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	
	
	Metering Competition
	Embedded Networks
	Meter Replacement Processes

	4.1
	Requirement under National Measurement Act and Use of Standards
	Question:  Why are VTs not applicable to type 4A metering installations?  It appears as though types 4, 5 and 6 all have the same requirements and there are many examples of HV sites existing in the NEM with these metering installation types.
	
	

	5.2
	Technical Requirements
	Clause (b):  Insert a <space> between “nominated” and “TIs”.

Clause (b): “…for all connected phases” 
	
	

	10
	INSTALLATION OF METER(S)
	Paragraph 2: Ausgrid suggests that either Type 4 is removed or Type 1-3 is included.

Why does a Type 4 need to be readily accessed for meter reading when a Type 1-3 has the same obligations?
	
	

	11.3
	Meter Churn Process
	Clause (a): Add “network tariff code”.
Ausgrid contends all this information should be available to the new MPB from MSATS via the C7 Report.
	
	

	12.1
	Network Devices
	Clause 12.1.1:  Question. So, a device supporting a controlled load tariff is not deemed to be a Network Device.  Correct?
Clause 12.1.2 (b):  Delete the “s” from “provides”.

Clause 12.1.2 (b) (i):  Replace “relays” with equipment to cater for other devices used to support 
	
	

	13.2
	Metering Data Collection
	New Paragraph: “The MC must use reasonable endeavours to ensure energy data collected from a type 4A, 5 or 6 metering installation is transferred to the relevant metering data services database within one business day of the energy data being collected from the metering installation.” 
There is no reciprocal obligation on the MC to ensure metering data is transferred to the MDP within one business day of reading.
	
	


4. Metrology Procedure: Part B

Please delete any rows where there are no participant comments
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	
	
	Metering Competition
	Embedded Networks
	Meter Replacement Processes

	0
	General
	The concept of “Actual” metering data needs to be returned to the procedure.  In many instances, the removal of the previous term “Actual” and the use of other glossary and Rules terms has altered the meaning of the requirements.
	
	

	2.3.
	Estimation requirement
	Clause (a): Delete “e” from “NSRDe”.
Clause (c): Reword.  “Where the current published NSRD has changed due to a revised reading schedule and the existing estimated metering data does not extend to or beyond the new NSRD.
	 
	 

	2.4.
	Metering data quality flags
	 The definition of when an “A” flag is allocated to metering data has been distorted.  Firstly, “Validated” is not in the Glossary.  And secondly, the definition implies the “A” flag can be applied to ANY metering data.
The concept of “Actual” metering data needs to returned to the procedure and included in the Index.
	 
	 

	3.1.
	Application of section 3
	Paragraph 1: Insert a <space> between “sections 3.2 and 3.3” and “the MDP…”
Final Paragraph: Reword. “… all substituted metering data is replaced with…”
	 
	 

	3.3.
	Substitution Types
	Type 13:  Ausgrid notes there is no obligation to use any SCADA data provided by any party other than AEMO.  Ausgrid contends there are instances where other sources are SCADA are required to perform validation and substitution activities. 
Type 16:  Ausgrid notes the discussions held in the POC workshops regarding the removal of the Type 16 substitution method code thus allowing the MDP to perform the initial substitution of metering data using the best method available.  Ausgrid also notes the only three submissions on this method in stage 1 again support this position.

The need to coordinate a method of substitution for the volumes of type 4 meters we are now introducing with 3 different parties is ludicrous.  Ausgrid again suggests this substitution method be abolished or alternatively, only be applicable to NMIs with a classification of LARGE or with metering installations containing instrument transformers.

Type 20:  Ausgrid notes that the wording of the Type 20 substitution method has been re-drafted BUT the table it refers to remains incorrect.  The purpose of this method is provide an MDP with a means of substituting for missing churn data in the absence of historic data – Sixteen of the nineteen ‘like days’ precede the substitution day.
A new table is required that references prospective ‘like days’.
	 
	 

	7.2.
	Validation of interval metering data alarms
	Meter Alarms:  Ausgrid disagrees with the statement that the ‘current parameters are appropriate’ – There are no parameters.  If an MDP is expected to validate ‘power outages’ for example, what number of power outage intervals trigger the validation?
The rules and/or parameters that trigger the investigation as a result of a failed validation need to be stated in the service level procedure.
	 
	 


5. MSATS Procedures: CATS Procedure Principles and Obligations

Please delete any rows where there are no participant comments
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	
	
	Metering Competition
	Embedded Networks
	Meter Replacement Processes

	2.2
	FINANCIALLY RESPONSIBLE MARKET PARTICIPANT
	Clause (r): The requirements specified in this clause are not consistent with the NERR.  Rule 104 in the NERR states:-

 “If the retailer has arranged to de-energise a customer's premises remotely in accordance with the energy laws, the retailer must as soon as practicable after the de-energisation notify the distributor of the remote de-energisation and the reason for the de-energisation, except where the de-energisation is as a result of the distributor's request.”

There are a number of points that need to be rectified:-

· “As soon as practicable” is not a service level and as such a timeframe needs to be specified in the MSATS procedures.  Ausgrid suggests 2 hours.

· The NERR clearly states that the “reason for the de-energisation” must be provided to the LNSP.  This is not reflected in the draft.

· The exception case is where “the de-energisation is as a result of the distributor's request”, not having been “performed by the LNSP”.  The clause needs to be corrected to reflect the Rules requirement.

Suggested rewording:-

Clause (r): Ensure the LNSP is notified within 2 hours of requesting the remote disconnection or reconnection of a connection point, and in the case of a disconnection, the reason for the disconnection.

Clause (new): Ensure the LNSP is notified within 2 hours of a remote disconnection or reconnection being completed except where the disconnection or reconnection was initiated by the LNSP.

Ausgrid maintain there is also a need for the LNSP to be advised of a pending disconnection and/or reconnection to facilitate efficient call centre procedures.

Ausgrid also notes there is no obligation on the FRMP to update MSATS and these requirements and timeframes are better placed in the B2B Procedures.
	
	

	2.3
	LOCAL NETWORK SERVICE PROVIDER
	There is no reciprocal requirement for an LNSP to notify the FRMP in the event that an LNSP initiates the remote disconnection or reconnection of a connection point.

Suggested new clauses:-

Clause (new): Ensure the FRMP is notified within 2 hours of requesting the remote disconnection or reconnection of a connection point, and in the case of a disconnection, the reason for the disconnection.

Clause (new): Ensure the FRMP is notified within 2 hours of a remote disconnection or reconnection being completed except where the disconnection or reconnection was initiated by the FRMP.

Whilst these changes are not specifically supported by the Rules, there is a need for the FRMP to be advised when and why an LNSP has initiated a remote disconnection or reconnection.

Ausgrid also notes as there is no obligation on the FRMP to update MSATS, these requirements and timeframes are better placed in the B2B Procedures.
	
	

	2.10
	EMBEDDED NETWORK MANAGER
	Ausgrid requests that AEMO use defined ‘logic’ to allocate the NMI ranges/sets referred to in clause 2.10 (a) such that the LNSP hosting the embedded network is readily identifiable from the NMI.  For example, embedded networks in the Ausgrid area are currently allocated from the 4104xxxxxx range.  The first four characters of the NMI should be reflective of the Jurisdiction and Network to which the parent NMI is connected.

Many systems have logic using the first 2/4 characters of the NMI to validate jurisdictional codes and requirements.
	
	

	4.7
	OBJECTION CODES
	Ausgrid note the AEMO Determination to allow the ‘BADMETER’ objection code to be retained.
	
	

	4.12
	METERING INSTALLATION TYPE CODES
	Ausgrid note the AEMO Determination on Meter Installation Type.  The ‘note’ in Table 4-12 is not relevant for COMMS4.  Minimum specification meters are being installed prior to the 1st Dec 2017.  It is expected these meters will have their Meter Installation Type updated to COMMS4D or COMMS4C when the new Codes become available.

Ausgrid propose the note should read :-

“Note: This code is used for any customers with type 4 metering installations that are not capable of providing the minimum services.”
	
	

	4.13
	READ TYPE CODE
	Ausgrid agree with the updated Read Type Codes in section 4.13.
	
	

	4.16
	MAINTENANCE OF CODES AND RULES
	Ausgrid propose the re-purposing of the ‘Controlled Load’ indicator as a ‘Load Type’ indicator.  The controlled load indicator was defined for the market before generation loads existed.   The market needs to future proof the reference data that will be used to populate and validate Network Tariffs.  Considering AEMO’s determination to make the populating of the network tariff code a mandatory requirement on the MPB, additional and consistent information is required in order to substantiate the network tariff code.   

Ausgrid propose:

· Field of ‘LoadType’ replaces ‘ControlledLoad’;

· The ‘Load Type’ field will be mandatory for all kWH registers;

· The values populated in the ‘LoadType’ field will be defined by each LNSP;

· The values populated in the ‘Load Type’ field will be  administered by AEMO;

· The ‘Time of Day’ field will be mandatory for all kWH registers;

· The values populated in the ‘Time of Day’ field will be defined by each LNSP;

· The values populated in the ‘Time of Day’ field will be  administered by AEMO;

· Suggested Matrix:-

Load Type

Time of Day

General

All Hours

Controlled

OP1

OP2

OP3

Generation

Net Solar

Gross Solar

Battery

Wind

Gas

Examples:

An E2 NMI Suffix with Controlled Load 2 would be defined as:-


LOAD TYPE:
CONTROLLED


TOD:

OP2

A B2 NMI Suffix with Gross Solar Generation would be defined as:-


LOAD TYPE:
GENERATION


TOD:

GROSS SOLAR

Ausgrid contends it is simply not acceptable for the LNSP to have to accept the network tariff code populated by the MP is correct and needs sufficient information to be able to validate the load characteristics of each datastream match the nominated NTC.  The above proposal meets these requirements without imposing significant system changes.

Furthermore, the market does not know the next evolution of generation products or tariffs.  The referential data held in MSATS should cater for the future if we are consulting on change to existing Time of Day and Controlled Load values.
	
	

	4.17
	DATASTREAM STATUS CODE
	Ausgrid proposes an update to the clause below. 

(d) If a Datastream Status Code is set to A (active) this flag will be used by MSATS to indicate that metering data is to be expected for the NMI for the purpose of: 

(i) Aggregation in the settlements process; or 

(ii) Netting off in the determination of a profile shape. 
	
	

	5
	REQUEST A REPORT
	Ausgrid request the following information be added to the C7 Report:-

· Network Tariff Code

· Meter Manufacturer

· Meter Model

The AEMO determination has made the population of the Network Tariff Code mandatory for the MPB.   Providing the ‘current’ Network Tariff Code in the C7 Report will allow the MPB to provide a ‘like for like’ tariff update without depending on information from other Market Participants.

Meter Model and Meter Manufacturer information is required to allow the new MPB to identify services configurations (eg Single Phase, 3 Phase, etc) – This information should be hosted in MSATS and will prevent unnecessary transactions between the new MPB and the current MPB or FRMP or LNSP to obtain this information.
	
	

	8.
	CHANGE RETAILER – SMALL OR LARGE NMI
	Tier 1 Only CRs

Ausgrid agrees with the abolishment of these Change Request codes.
	
	

	8.1
	Application [1000 1010 1020 1030 1040]
	CR1000 Series - Nomination of Roles by FRMP

Ausgrid contends the new Rules specifically preclude the FRMP from nominating or appointing metering service providers and/or initiating meter churn. The reluctance to remove the nomination of the service provider roles from these change requests will force both the old and new service providers (MC, MDP and MPB) to validate these roles for every change request received and object as appropriate.


Ausgrid believe the following will result from AEMO’s determination:-

· All businesses will be forced into changing input validation and objection rules in their systems.  This could be achieved by MSATS making a single change to input validation.

· Number of Objections related to transfers will increase.

· Businesses will break the Churn Rules

Can AEMO please inform industry how it will monitor compliance to the Churn Rules?
	
	

	8.8
	Objection Rules
	New Objection Role:  On account of the FRMP being able to nominate a change of MC in a CR1000/CR1010/CR1020/CR1030 and CR1040, the current MC MUST be able to object.

There are at least two scenarios where this is required:-

· Where a new retailer attempts to change the MC for an existing Type 5, 6 or 7 metering installation.  The existing MC must be able to object on account of there being no arrangement for this relationship to occur; and

· Where a new retailer attempts to change the MC for an existing LARGE customer who has elected to nominate their own MC.

An MC participant must be able to protect their business and facilitate compliance to the Rules where the retailers change request would otherwise result in a breach.
	
	

	12.1
	APPLICATION [2000 2001]
	CR2000 Series - Creating NMI without Roles

Ausgrid contends the new Rules specifically preclude the LNSP from nominating or appointing metering service providers and/or initiating meter churn. The reluctance to remove the nomination of the service provider roles from these change requests will force both the new service providers (MC, MDP and MPB) to have to validate these roles for every change request received.
If the nomination of service provider roles is not removed from the NMI Creations CRs, the B2B procedures will need to be modified to make the nomination of ALL roles by the FRMP mandatory – Should this not be the case, and Create NMI requests are received without ALL roles nominated, the LNSPs will have no option but to reject those requests.
	
	

	13.1
	APPLICATION [2020 2021]
	Ausgrid contends these change requests are superfluous.  Given the solution has adopted the re-purposing of the LNSP role to accommodate for the ENM, the corresponding LNSP change requests (CR2000/CR2001) should suffice providing the ‘Child Name’ can be populated.

Given the ENM is assuming the LNSP role in MSATS, it is logical the two partipants use the same suite of change requests.
	
	

	14.1
	APPLICATION [2500 2501]
	CR2000 Series - Create NMI, Meter and Datastream

Ausgrid contends the Rules and Procedures specifically identify the MPB and MDP as being responsible for populating the Metering and Datastream in MSATS (respectively) - The LNSP no longer has a role to perform this function and MSATS should not allow these to be created by the 2500 series of change requests.
	
	

	16.4
	MPB Requirements
	Network Tariff Code - Update by MPB

Ausgrid disagrees with the outcome of the consultation on this matter.  Whilst it is agreed only the MPB can correctly identify the load type / supply arrangements supported by their metering, it is the LNSP who must apply and maintain the network tariff code. Even if the MPB does populate the network tariff code, the LNSP MUST be provided with sufficient information to validate it has been correctly applied.  

Should AEMO elect to retain its current position, then as an absolute minimum the industry requires:-

· the network tariff code to be included in the C7 Report.  

· Provide fields in MSATS that allow the validation of populated values (See 4.16 where Ausgrid has proposed the re-purposing of the ‘LoadType’ field)

Ausgrid believe the following outcomes will occur due to the AEMO determination:-

· All MPB businesses need to develop logic and keep referential information in their systems to populate Network Tariffs Codes for the Networks they work in.  This is a large overhead and would be seen as a ‘barrier to entry’ into the market.

· MPB’s do not have experience in populating Network Tariffs and will result in:- 

· Increases in Network Billing reconciliation issues.

· Network Billing disputes.

· Increases in Meter Change Requests failing to load into MSATS (MPB choosing invalid Network Tariff Codes when Networks make them obsolete).
	
	

	17.4
	MPB Obligations
	Refer to comments on clause 16.4.
	
	

	18.4
	MPB Requirements
	Refer to comments on clause 16.4.
	
	

	19.1
	APPLICATION [3080 3081]
	CR3000 Series

Ausgrid note the AEMO determination is retaining the CR308x and CR309x change requests.  Ausgrid therefore specifically request:

· Remove the ability to update contracts (MDP, MPB, MC) via these transactions.

· Change the Objection Period for these transactions from 1 to 0 days (no objection).

Participants objecting to CR30xx transactions will stop the core process of adding meters into MSATS.  Objections did not occur in the past because RP, MDP, MPB businesses were linked.   The MC has the 68xx transactions to update roles where required.
	
	

	19.4
	MC Requirements
	Refer to comments on clause 16.4.
	
	

	20.1
	APPLICATION [3090 3091]
	CR3000 Series

Ausgrid note the AEMO determination is retaining the CR308x and CR309x change requests.  Ausgrid therefore specifically request:

· Remove the ability to update contracts (MDP, MPB, MC) via these transactions.

· Change the Objection Period for these transactions from 1 to 0 days (no objection).

Participants objecting to CR30xx transactions will stop the core process of adding meters into MSATS.  Objections did not occur in the past because RP, MDP, MPB businesses were linked.   The MC has the 68xx transactions to update roles where required.
	
	

	20.4
	MC Requirements
	Refer to comments on clause 16.4.
	
	

	22.7
	CHANGE REQUEST STATUS NOTIFICATION RULES
	Ausgrid note the AEMO determination comments regarding CR507x notifications to the LNSP, where the response reads, “AEMO does not agree with this suggestion as the LNSP and LR can get this information from the MDFF”.

Ausgrid believes this comment is incorrect.  Previous market consultations have confirmed that MSATS is the database of record for the Next Scheduled Read Date and a note has been added to the field description in the MDFF Specification advising “The NSRD provided in this file is accurate at the time the file is generated (noting this may be subject to change e.g. if route change etc.). MSATS is the database of record, therefore, should there be a discrepancy between the NSRD Date in this file, and MSATS shall prevail.”
All Market Participants should be entitled to receive the information via a notification. From an LNSP’s perspective, this information is critical in aligning network billing to the reading periods of Type 4A meters.
Ausgrid agree the industry has challenges providing Type 4A NSRD notifications without increasing market transactions significantly. AEMO may have other options available for consideration.   

· CR507x (5073 and 5074) transactions could be created and used for populating the NSRD to MSATS for Type4A (MRAM) metering.    Notifications could then be sent to all roles given the lower volumes of transactions expected.
	
	

	25.7
	CHANGE REQUEST STATUS NOTIFICATION RULES
	CR507x must be sent to the current LNSP for the ‘MRAM’ (and any other non-regulated manually read meters if allowed under the Rules) Metering Installation Type. It is assumed that the market would want these sites Network Billed as per the NSRD. The LNSP therefore requires notification of the transaction. The LNSP does not require notifications for BASIC or MRIM Metering Installation Types. 

Also add LR to Notification – Resolves contention in MDFF. 
	AEMO does not agree with this suggestion as the LNSP and LR can get this information from the MDFF 


	Ausgrid disagrees with AEMO’s position on this matter.  The NSRD provided in the MDFF is correct at the time of publishing the meter readings only and does not account for any changes to the NSRD subsequent to that date.

Much effort was recently expended in modifying the MDFF specification to clarify the correct and current source of the NSRD.  This was resolved by nominating MSATS as the database of record for this information.

Both the LR and LNSP MUST be added to the notification rules for a change of NSRD for manually read meters (Types 4A, 5 and 6).

	29.1
	APPLICATION [5060 5061]
	Ausgrid contends these change requests are superfluous.  Given the solution has adopted the re-purposing of the LNSP role to accommodate for the ENM, the corresponding LNSP change requests (CR5050/CR5051) should suffice providing the ‘Child Name’ can be populated.

Given the ENM is assuming the LNSP role in MSATS, it is logical the two partipants use the same suite of change requests.
	
	

	31.6
	OBJECTION RULES
	Ausgrid understands the 5090/5091 allows a new ENM to update the ENM (LNSP) role.  If this is the case, the current ENM (LNSP) must be able to object to avoid an unwarranted change in roles.
	
	

	33.1
	APPLICATION [6200 6210]
	CR6200 Series - Relationship with CR1500

Ausgrid contends AEMO's statement, 'CR1500 is irrelevant in the context of the CR6000 series', is incorrect.  If the current MC or FRMP nominate a prospective change in MDP, only the MDP can verify they are in fact reading the metering installation - This is the purpose of the CR1500.  In the event a MDP is nominated and they are not reading the metering installation, they will be forced to object to the change request rather than seeing it as a trigger to commence reading the metering installation.

Ausgrid note that all other Prospective Transactions that update the MDP Role are linked to the CR1500 process:-

· CR 1000, 1030, 1080, 1083, 6800

Ausgrid ask why AEMO believe the 6200 should be excluded from the CR1500 process?  The 6200, with respect to the MDP, has the same functionality as a 6800.
	
	


6. MSATS Procedures: MDM Procedures

Please delete any rows where there are no participant comments
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	
	
	Metering Competition
	Embedded Networks
	Meter Replacement Processes


7. MSATS Procedures: Procedure for the Management of WIGS NMIs
Please delete any rows where there are no participant comments
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	
	
	Metering Competition
	Embedded Networks
	Meter Replacement Processes


8. NEM RoLR Process Part A and B – MSATS Procedure: RoLR Procedures
Please delete any rows where there are no participant comments
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	
	
	Metering Competition
	Embedded Networks
	Meter Replacement Processes


9. NMI Standing Data Schedule

Please delete any rows where there are no participant comments
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	
	
	Metering Competition
	Embedded Networks
	Meter Replacement Processes


10. Service Level Procedures for MDP

Please delete any rows where there are no participant comments
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	
	
	Metering Competition
	Embedded Networks
	Meter Replacement Processes

	1.3
	Related Documents
	Cross Reference Error:  Is it “Retail Market Procedures…” or “Retail Electricity Market Procedures…”.  The related document name has been changed but the actual document’s name has not changed.
Add: B2B Procedures, MDFF Specification, MDM File Format, Special & Technology Sites.
Ausgrid contends these documents are equally as applicable to the provision of MDP services as any of the others listed.
	
	

	2.2
	Use of sub-contractors
	Whilst it is clear some attempt has been made to align the requirements, there remains a few minor differences between the respective clauses.  For example:-

· MP SLP states ‘its obligations’ and MDP SLP states ‘the obligations’ in the lead-in paragraph; and

· MP SLP has clauses (e) (i) and (e) (ii) whereas MDP SLP has clauses (f) and (g).
	
	· 

	2.3
	Specific obligations for MDP - Category D
	Reactive Energy: “…. the MDP must process, validate, store and deliver this metering data with the corresponding active energy metering data ….”. 

There is currently some confusion in the market as to whether or not an MDP is required to provide Reactive Energy metering data as the SLP only states it needs to be ‘stored’.  Ausgrid contends the SLP should be modified to include the obligation to process and deliver this data if it is collected – Especially if the data is required to support the application of a network tariff (ie kVA demand).

Clause (i) (new):  MDPs must continue to be allowed to de-activate non-controlled load datastreams for BASIC metering installations when a NMI transitions from 2nd Tier to 1st Tier.
Clause (i) (iii): Ausgrid notes the option to de-activate datastreams for de-energised NMIs has been re-introduced to the SLP.  This was removed from the 1st round consultation to avoid the incorrect association with de-activating the data flows to MSATS and the provision of data to market participants.  There is currently some confusion in the market as to whether or not an MDP is required to provide metering data to market participants if the MSATS datastreams are made inactive.  If AEMO allows an MDP to have the option of de-activating datastreams in MSATS when a NMI is de-energised, then the SLP needs to include:-

· Obligations regarding the continued delivery of metering data to market participants in the event datastreams are made inactive in MSATS; or

· Obligations regarding the detection of supply and/or load and the subsequent notification to the necessary market participants so the NMI Status can be updated.

To avoid the need to implement these additional obligations, MDPs must attempt to read ALL meters and provide any Actual data to both AEMO and market participants regardless of the NMI Status, and in the event the reading attempt fails, substitute the data in accordance with the Metrology Procedures.

Clause (i) (iii): The trigger for this action is the NMI Status in MSATS being changed to “D”.  The means by which the NMI has been physically de-energised is irrelevant and in any case, is not known to the MDP.

Clause (d): There are no timeframes specified in the CATS procedures relevant to the updating of NMI Datastreams.
	
	

	3.2
	Collection process requirements
	Clause (a) (v):  Re-write:-
“metering installation time synchronisations errors”. 
	
	

	3.5
	Metering data processing requirements
	Paragraph 3: AEMO has been omitted from those parties who can dispute metering data.  Re-insert AEMO.
	
	

	3.7
	Specific Metering Data processing requirements for Special Sites
	Paragraph 2: “…. in support of a logical datastream is accepted by the MC, the LNSP, AEMO and the FRMP ….”. 

There are many occasions where the LNSP is asked by AEMO to validate and authorise calculations and algorithms associated with logical datastreams.  The fact that the RP role has now been removed from the LNSP, it is more prudent than ever that the LNSP is involved in this process.
Should AEMO not adopt these changes, it would then be unreasonable to expect the MDP to seek or await authorisation of algorithms from the LNSP.
	
	

	3.9
	Specific Metering Data estimation requirements for metering installation types 4A, 5, 6 and 7
	Rewrite 1st Paragraph:-

“Each MDP must have a process for the creation of estimated metering data for metering installation types 4A, 5, 6 and 7”.
	
	

	3.10
	Delivery performance requirements for metering data
	1st Paragraph: Add “ENM” to delivery participants.

Clause (f): Amend clause to specify the use of MDFF and B2B as the format and delivery method respectively for metering data between MDPs. The ability to provide data in an alternate format and/or by an alternate method is covered in clause 8.1 but the default method should be NEM12 and B2B.

Note: Clause 3.1 (f) already states a requirement for the “loading of metering data provided in MDFF files relating to Meter Churn”.
	
	

	3.12
	Interface requirements
	Clause (b): Has been incorrectly edited.  Currently reads ‘… Registered Participants, , MPs and for …’.  MPs should be deleted. 
What about ENMs?
	
	

	4.1
	System Requirements
	Clause (a):  Ad “Hazards” to the specified information. 
	
	

	5.1
	Meter churn scenarios
	General: Ausgrid notes our suggestion to allow 30 minute interval data to be split into 15 on the meter churn data has been rejected.
Ausgrid contends that allowing the MDP to ‘split’ 30 minute intervals into 15 minute intervals on the day of meter churn is good outcome for the industry.  In circumstances where a 15 minute meter is replaced by a 30 minute, the following will play out if the obligations remain unchanged:-

· Old MDP will provide 30 minute interval data to the FRMP and LNSP for the day of meter churn while the while the change request remains pending.

· New MDP will provide 15 minute interval data to the FRMP and LNSP for the day of meter churn following the transfer of the MDP role until meter churn data is received from the Old MDP.

· New MDP will provide 30 minute interval data to the FRMP and LNSP for the day of meter churn once meter churn data is received from the Old MDP.

This process has the recipient so the data receiving 30 minute data, then 15 minute data then 30 minute data again for the same day and all within the space of a few days.  This is completely unnecessary.

A simple procedural change to allow the New MDP to ‘split’ the 30 minute churn data into 15 minute intervals prevents one set of unnecessary system configuration changes and avoids the likelihood of PMDs and VMDs being raised.

Scenario 1 Clause (d): “Any redundant Datastream(s) are made inactive …”
Scenario 2 Clause (c): “Any redundant Datastream(s) are made inactive …”

Scenario 3 Clause (d): “Any redundant Datastream(s) are made inactive …”
	
	


11. Service Level Procedures for MP

Please delete any rows where there are no participant comments
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	
	
	Metering Competition
	Embedded Networks
	Meter Replacement Processes

	2.3
	Insurance
	The levels and types of insurances specified in this document differ from the current (existing) version of the SLP.

Existing SLP
General Liability:

Yes - No Amount
Professional Indemnity:
$10,000,000
Public Liability:

Not Mentioned

New (Draft) SLP
General Liability:

Not Mentioned
Professional Indemnity:
$1,000,000
Public Liability:

$10,000,000

What is it intended that these change?
	 
	

	3.1
	Purchasing
	 Add: ‘communications equipment and services’ to the procurement requirements.
Ausgrid contends that the procurement of communications equipment and services is paramount in the delivery of the minimum services and other POC initiatives.
	 
	 

	3.2
	Storage, handling and transport
	Add: ‘communications equipment’.
Ausgrid contends that the safe and appropriate storage, handling and transport of communications equipment is paramount to the delivery of the minimum services and other POC initiatives – Especially when returning equipment to the owner.

Note: The draft identifies test equipment, not communications equipment.
	 
	 

	3.3
	Management of test equipment
	Add: ‘communications equipment’.

Ausgrid contends that the management of test equipment for communications equipment is paramount to the delivery of the minimum services and other POC initiatives – Especially when applying for a type 4A exemption.
	 
	 

	4.4
	Meter Churn
	Clause (a): Reword to:-

(a) where the metering installation has remote acquisition of metering data and instrument transformers prior to carrying out the Meter Churn the MP must: 

(i) make reasonable endeavours to contact the Current MDP, and; 

(ii) provide the Current MDP with details of the New MDP and New MP and their Participant IDs; and 

(iii) request and verify that the Current MDP undertakes a Final Reading. 
Ausgrid contends it is unreasonable to burden both the new MP and Current MDP with an obligation to complete a manual Final Reading on metering installations with whole current metering. 

Clause (new): where the metering installation has remote acquisition of metering data and does not have instrument transformers prior to carrying out the Meter Churn the MP may: 

(i) make reasonable endeavours to contact the Current MDP, and; 

(ii) provide the Current MDP with details of the New MDP and New MP and their Participant IDs; and 

(iii) request and verify that the Current MDP undertakes a Final Reading. 

Ausgrid contends it is reasonable for the MDP to manage the loss of metering data for whole current metering installations capable of remote acquisition and that this SLP must simply allow the MP to contact the existing MDP if that is the agreed process.
	 
	 


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


