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1. Glossary and Framework
Please delete any rows where there are no particpant 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
	No Comment


2. Metrology Procedure: Part A
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	12.1
	Preliminary Requirements


	Agreed.  The need to capture final readings for removed metering installations is covered in section 4.3 of the metering provider service level procedures.

	12.2.1
	Deemed Network Devices
	Agreed.


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

	2.2
	Insurance
	Agreed.

	2.4
	Specfific Obligations for MDP – Category D
	ABS contends the de-activation of datastreams when a NMI is de-energised (ie NMI Status = ‘D’) should remain optional. The ongoing delivery of metering data for de-energised NMIs is supported by metrology procedure Part B and is the basis of the ADWNAN reporting out of MSATS.
Furthermore, clause 2.4 (a) (ix) (D) cites only one specific method of de-energisation only, and the MDP has no way of validating a de-energisation of this method type.
Suggestion:-
Delete clause 2.4 (a) (ix) (D).

	3.12.4
	Delivery of Settlements Ready Data
	Agreed.


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

	4.2 (a) (ii)
	Metering Data Validation Requirements  
	Agreed.

	4.3 (b)
	Table 1: Notice of Completed Installation Work
	ABS contends a ‘meter reading’ should be supplied for all manually read metering types (BASIC and MRIM only), and not limited to accumulation metering only. 
Suggested re-wording:-

‘Where the metering installation work involves the removal of a manually read meter (BASIC or MRIM only).’

	4.4 (a) (i)
	Meter Churn
	ABS contends ‘authorised to do so by the MC for the market load‘ is not consistent with the with the wording in other documents.
Suggested re-wording:-

‘authorised to do so by the Current MC’


5. MDFF Specification NEM 12 NEM 13

	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	3.3.4 (f)
	Index Read for type 4A and type 5 Metering Installations
	ABS contends the original wording should remain, but the words Interval Date should be underlined and italicised as they are reference to the field name in the 300 record.  Suggested wording:-
“The latest IndexRead only must be provided where more than one IndexRead  has been collected on the IntervalDate.”

	4.3
	NMI data details record (200)


	ABS contends the new wording does not specifically call-out the population rules for the MeterSerialNumber  when providing historic data from a removed meter. Suggested wording:-
The Meter Serial ID of the meter from which data for the IntervalDate was collected. 

Where a meter is replaced and:-

· The NMISuffix remains active, the Meter Serial ID of the new meter on the IntervalDate on which the meter churn took place; or
· The NMISuffix becomes obsolete, the Meter Serial ID of the old meter on the IntervalDate on which the meter churn took place (ie the Meter Serial ID of the meter from which the data was collected).
This should align with the Meter Serial Number in MSATS on the IntervalDate.
Not required for type 7 metering installations, logical meters, Historical Data, or where multiple meters are summated to form a single RegisterID. 

ABS contends the differentiation between the ongoing status (or otherwise) of the NMISuffix is necessary to ensure a link can be established between the interval metering data and the meter/register information in MSATS.


6. MSATS Procedures: CATS
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	New
	MAINTAIN DATASTREAM – CHANGE NMI DATASTREAM – MRAM
	A new set of change reason codes are required to allow contestable metering data providers to change/update the NSRD for MRAM metering installations only.

The only difference between the existing 5070/5071 and the new change requests will be the inclusion of the LNSP in the notification rules for the completed change request.

Rationale:  The LNSP needs access to a reliable and current source of the NSRD.  The NSRD provided in the NEM12 file is current only at the time the MDFF was created.  Under the current procedures, the LNSP does not have access to any changes to the NSRD subsequent to the receipt of the NEM12 file.

If not implemented, can AEMO please advise how they propose LNSPs obtain NSRD updates? 

	New
	GUIDELINES FOR MANAGING CONCURRENT METERING SERVICE PROVIDER ROLES
	A new set of rules are required to manage concurrent change requests managing the appointment of new service providers (MC/MP/MDP) similar to those relating to concurrent retail transfers detailed in Section 6.  Like the rules associated with retail change requests, both type 1 and type 2 scenarios need to be managed.
Example 1:  A retailer raises a change request to appoint an MC and the same MC raises a concurrent change request to appoint themselves.  These change requests could have different effective dates.

Example 2: A retailer raises a change request to appoint an MC and another MC raises a concurrent change request to nominate themselves – These change requests could have different effective dates.

Example 3:  A retailer raises change request to change MPB/MPC/MDP and the MC raises a concurrent change request to nominate the same (or different) parties – These change requests could have different effective dates.

Failure to validate and cancel concurrent change requests nominating a change to MC/MPB/MPC/MDP could lead to unnecessary confusion and meter exchanges.

This is an existing problem but has the potential to get worse as more parties are capable of submitting change requests to change service providers.

	New
	GUIDELINES FOR MANAGING REDUNDANT CHANGE OF SERVICE PROVIDER CHANGE REQUESTS
	A new set of rules are required to manage the cancellation of incomplete change requests nominating a change to MC/MPB/MPC/MDP where the initiating party is no longer responsible for the appointment.

Example 1: A retailer raises a change request to appoint an MC with a prospective date.  Between the time the change request is raised and the proposed change date, there is a change of retailer.  The incomplete change request should be cancelled at the time the retailer change is effected in MSATS.
Example 2: An MC raises a change request to appoint an MPB/MPC/MDP with a prospective date.  Between the time the change request is raised and the proposed change date, theer is a change of MC.  The incomplete change request should be cancelled at the time MC change is effected in MSATS.

Failure to cancel redundant change requests will ead to unnecessary and unauthorised meter churn.

This is an existing problem but has the potential to get worse as more parties are capable of submitting change requests and volumes increase on account of the POC rules changes.

	2.2
	Financially Responsible Market Participant
	Agreed.

	2.3
	Local Network Service Provider
	Agreed.

	2.4
	Local Network Service Provider
	ABS contends it is impractical to provide NSRD updates for metering installations that have been made capable of remote acquisition in accordance with 7.8.9(b) of the Rules following each reading event.  Currently, the publishing of the NSRD for these metering installations is inline with the reading schedule that would have been employed had the metering installation been read manually.
Suggested re-wording:-
Clause (p):-

For metering installations that are manually read, update the NSRD within two business days of a meter being read.

Add New Clause:

For metering installations that have been made capable of remote acquisition in accordance with 7.8.9(b) of the NER, update the NSRD inline with the reading schedule that would have been employed had the metering installation been read manually.
Note:  A simiar provision will be required for VICAMI where the there is an expectation the NSRD will continue to be managed in MSATS. 

	2.10
	Embedded Network Manager
	Agreed.

	4.7
	Objection Codes
	Agreed.

	4.11.1
	NMI Status Codes
	Agreed.

	4.18 (b) (iii)
	Embedded Network Codes and Rules
	Disagree.
ABS contends the original wording should be maintained and the obligation to develop the Embedded Network Code should be on the embedded network owner.

	4.18 (c)
	Embedded Network Codes and Rules
	Disagree.
ABS contends the provision of the parent NMI, the Embedded Network Code and the start date should be sufficient.  The remaining information is already available in MSATS.  

	4.18 (f)
	Embedded Network Codes and Rules
	Agreed.

	7.8
	Objection Rules
	Agreed.

	8.8
	Objection Rules
	Agreed.

	9.8
	Objection Rules
	Agreed.

	11.7
	Objection Rules
	Agreed.

	12.7
	Objection Rules
	Agreed.

	13.6
	Objection Rules
	Agreed.

	14.6
	Objection Rules
	Agreed.

	17.4 (d)
	MPB Requirements
	Delete ‘Meter Register Status Code’

Insert ‘Meter Status Code’

This information related the the meter record, not the meter/register record.

	17.4 (new)
	MPB Requirements
	A similar clause to clause (d) is required to identify the need to update other mandatory information where it does not already exist (eg Network Tariff Code and NMI Suffix).

	21.4 (c)
	MDP Requirements
	Agreed.

	22.4 (c)
	MDP Requirements
	Agreed.

	23.4 (e)
	MDP Requirements
	‘MDM Contributory Suffix’ should read ‘NMI Suffix’

	24.2
	Conditions Precedent
	Agreed.

	24.7
	Change Request Status Notification Rules
	Add ‘LR’ to the Complete notification rules.  The local retailer must be advised of any NSRD updates.

	25.8
	Timeframe Rules
	Delete the empty table

	26.6
	Objection Rules
	Agreed.

	30 (deleted clause)
	Make NMI a child NMI
	Agreed.

	31.8
	Objection Rules
	Agreed.

	32.1
	Application [6300 6301]
	Agreed.

	32.3
	Initiating Roles
	Agreed.

	32.6
	Objection Rules
	ABS contends there is a need for the New MC to be able to object to their appointment for all change request types – Regardless of the NMI Classification.

	32.7
	Change Request Status Notification Rules
	Agreed.

	33.5 (deleted clause)
	MDP Requirements
	Agreed.

	37.8
	Objection Rules
	Agreed.

	37.9
	Change Request Status Notification Rules
	Agreed.


7. MSATS Procedures: WIGS

	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	
	
	


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

	3.5
	Pre-Production Assessment
	Agreed


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

	General
	
	
	ABS contends some of the changes described in this change pack will not be able to be implemented if the final determination is made on 30/11/2017.
ABS would like to see the final determination made no later than 31/10/2017 to allow sufficient time to enable system and process changes to be managed in time for 01/12/2017 go-live.


