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1. Glossary and Framework
(note: only sections that have changed as part of Work package 3 are listed in the table below)
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	General
	· When referencing sections within a documents please include the headings
· When referencing published docuements reference the correct name of the document.
· The Documents referenced in the below 2.3.3 -2.8 are all AEMO documents which have been developed and published due to the NER.  It is redundant to reiterate in each section that it is an AEMO requirement or AEMO is required when the NER clause has been referenced 

	2.3.3
	Special and Technology Sites
	Reword to a consistent approach with the other pre POC sections. i.e. 
The Special and Technology Sites Document has been published in accordance with clause 7.8.12(c) …. 

Stating that AEMO has published the Special and Technology Sites Document to fulfil this requirement is redundant. 

	2.4
	Guidelines for the Clarification of the National Measurement Act
	Suggest rewording to:

The Clarification of the National Measurement Act Guidelines have been developed and published in accordance with clause 7.16.8.  They have been established in consultation with the National Measurement Institute to clarify the application of the requirements of the National Measurement Act 1960 (Cth) to metering installations.

	6
	Glossary
	Completed or COM: suggest splitting the B2B SO and MSATS reference as COM does not apply to B2B ServiceOrderStatus.
Current[Participant/Role]: correct to Section 3.3 Temporal References to Roles

NSRD: The date of the Next Scheduled Meter Reading of a metering installation.

Remove the word ‘Actual’ as it may not occur and everything else beyond installation is superfluous.
Objection: the additional wording is only partially correct.  It is not only the Current Particpant which can object to a Change Request or only on jurisdictional grounds.

ServiceOrderResponse: needs an underline.


2. Metrology Procedure: Part A
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	12.1
	Preliminary Requirements


	The MC may not be giving directions to the MP.  They only have the obligation to ensure certain conditions are met.  The will have clauses in agreements to ensure their Service Providers are compliant with the Rules.
MP SLP Clause 3.2(b) actually states the requirement for the MP to return the network devices within 10 business days.

Preliminary requirements
Suggest rewording the paragraph:

…., the MC must ensure that the removed meter or network device is returned to its owner within 10 business days unless otherwise agreed with the asset owner.

	12.2.1
	Deemed Network Devices
	NER Clause 7.86 states:
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Recommend that AEMO in accordance to the NER must specify when a metering installation may be a network device.  This, in addition to the NER definition, would provide clarification to the MC and LNSP,where parties are in doubt.
Alternatively, the reworded paragraph is not appropriate for Met Procedure.

Suggest removing 12.2.1 if that is AEMO’s position.

	12.2.1
	Deemed Network Devices
	What is the definition of a Network Device and who defines that a particular device is a Network Device and what will be the criteria?
This needs clarification as previous text has been deleted.
All documents need to be aligned including the NER (7.8.6).


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

	2.2
	Insurance
	This is an addition to the MDP SLP.  
Unclear if there is a requirement to hold an insurance policy for each Particpant or if the MDP/MPB is the same organisation then one policy would suffice. Clarification is sought.


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

	
	
	


5. MDFF Specification NEM 12 NEM 13

	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	Appendix A
	Transaction Code Flags
	[image: image2.png]Meter Reconfiguration “Meter Reconfiguration’ Service Order. This includes ofi-peak (Xeontrolled Lioad)
timing changes. This does not apply to the removal of the mefer.




Typing error: Xontrolled to Controlled.


6. MSATS Procedures: CATS
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	4.7
	Objection Codes
	Suggest rewording of the CONTRACT objection code to allow Small or Large NMI Particpants to object due to commercial agreements, not only Large. 

	32.1
	Application [6300 6301]
	The New MC , current and incoming FRMP should be able to use this CR63XX.  This will be compliant with the below clause Clause 7.8.9 (e) states:
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	32.3
	Initiating Roles
	An MC should not be able to nominate themselves as MC for small NMIs.

Clause 32.3 Initiating Roles  should be amended  to

 (a) A Current/Incoming FRMP may initiate a Change Request to change the current MC for All NMIs in MSATS in accordance with section 32.
(b) A New MC may initiate a Change Request to change the current MC  for LARGE NMIs only, in MSATS, in accordance with section 32.



In the POC world the MC may only be appointed by the FRMP for small NMIs as per clause 7.6.2, below.  The MC will have an understanding (signed or deemed contracts in place with the FRMP) and only those 2 parties know the details of that arrangement.  If the FRMP nominates another MC it is clear that they are terminating the agreement for that NMI with the current MC.
How does a current MC determine that a FRMP has asked another MC to become the Participant for the NMI- if the incoming MC just nominates itself as the MC? If a current MC needs to clarify the situation for each small NMI – there possibly could be objections adding further delays to the churn process.

Clause 7.6.2:
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	32.4
	MC Requirements
	Since the FRMP role has been added we also need to include another section 32.5 FRMP Requirements

	32.6
	Objection Rules
	Suggest that the Ojection code ‘CONTRACT’ be reworded to allow for all contractual agreements post 1 DEC 2017, not only for LARGE NMIs.  This would allow for the new MC to object if they do not have contracts in place with FRMPs etc.  This would allow more precise and informative objections for Participant communication.

	32.6
	Objection Rules
	BADPARTY – is not appropriate for cr63xx.  
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· Earlier in the year it was recommended to AEMO via email that there are no ‘fit for purpose’ objection codes to be used for the basic objections by contestable Particpants – Not including DECLINED. However this is inappropriate in instances as the Particpants may still want to accept the CR but the initial request may have not been as per terms of agreement.
· Declined is also not an option in the impacted Objection Rules Tables.

· The closest fit would be the below but it would also require tweaking of their description.

· NOTRESP and/or 

· CONTRACT

These objection codes could be applicable to a lot scenarios for the contestable world.

It is also recommended that all objection codes and Objection Rules are reviewed to align with the Procedure and Industry updates with respect to POC.  If we do not have appropriately defined/aligned Objections for each CR, where is the benefit of having a Table of Objection Codes, which deliver no value?

	37.1
	Application
	The MC , current and incoming FRMP should be able to use this CR68XX.  This will be compliant with the below clause Clause 7.8.9 (e).  Whilst AEMOs interpretationof the CR10xx enabling it, it only applies to the ‘effective on’ part of the clause and does not allow the MC, MPB and MDP to mitigate any obligations for which they are not responsible for.  It is the most ineffective of all CR to nominate and churn roles as the rules clearly say that the market load must have transferred for a meter churn to be effective.  The CR68xx as an optimum option, will enable the “after the day that the market load transfers ….
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	37.3
	Initiating Roles 
	Amend clause (a) to read: A Current or Incoming FRMP may initiate…..


7. MSATS Procedures: WIGS

	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	
	
	


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

	
	
	


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

	CATS 
	7.4(d), 9.4(d)
	FRMP Requirements
	The new FRMP must:  and the field it must populate is the NEW RP.  Recommend that clarification is provided that the New RP may also be the Existing RP, if there is no change of RP role.

	Metrology Procedure Part A and SMP : MP Services
	5.1.3. Completion Rates


	Other Issues Related to Consultation Subject Matter


	This is a specific test and will require custom HW and testing Jig. When will it be requested by AEMO and how much time will they give the MC to demonstrate compliance. No specifics are provided in the documents. What is a reasonable time period in this context ?

	Metrology Procedure part A
	
	
	In many instances networks remove or bypass meters due to necessary work eg. faults etc. and they do not inform the MP that this has occured resulting in unnecessary field visits by the MP just to find out that meter has been removed/passed . There is no clause in the updated procedure that puts onus on the Network that they must tell the MP if metering has been altered in any way shape or form by the network. 
We suggest that there be a formal process and obligation that the Network notify the MP if there are any metering alterations that the MP would not be aware of. Note: Currently, networks do not notify the MP if the meter is bypassed to get customer back on supply in emergency situations.




