

Qualification Procedure
Prior to this package going out Lee and I had a meeting with the metering team and we discussed that we would make it clearer in the Qualification procedure that the participant would require access to MarketNet prior to being able to submit a full accreditation checklist.
I believe a statement around this should be included in Section 3.5
3.5.1
For participants who do not currently have a MarketNet connection this will need to be obtained to enable the participant to comply with providing a completed Accreditation Checklist as per 3.4.1. (or something like this)

Kerry – 

Can I propose three changes to the Qualification Procedure and Application Form as part of package 3:
These changes are to make the process more consistent with the MC Registration and B2B e-Hub Accreditation processes.

1. Include the “Information  required for AEMO’s Market Systems” as part of the Application Form (see attached).
Currently the section 3.5 points applicants to the MarketNet form which is generally only used for already registered participants and doesn’t have the correct fields (registration don’t use the MarketNet form for registration applicants – they embed the questions into the application form)
I’ve made a couple of minor changes (tracked marked) – guidance on what the participant ID should look like and fixed the link.
Section 3.5 would also need to be updated.
1. Provide Appendix B Application Form as a word document – with the additional “Info for Market systems” section as proposed above – to make life a little easier for participants.
1. Provide guidance on how participants should pay their application fee in Section 3.3, something like the below (taken from the MC Registration Guide):
The accreditation fee can be paid by cheque (payable to AEMO Limited) or by direct deposit. You should provide a remittance advice from your bank if you have paid by direct deposit. 
An invoice will be sent to the relevant contact shortly after submission of this application form.

If 1) and 2) are approved it would be great if this could be done asap rather than waiting to end of the package 3 consultation.




Standing Data for MSATS
Table 3
I think all of the NER references are incorrect. If we are going to keep these then they need to be correct.
Row status data element. The wording in this should be consistent across the document
Suggested wording for the second sentence
Whenever a new record is created, it will be A (Active). A change to the data will make this record redundant and its MaintActFlg is changed to I (Inactive).

Table 4
Row status data element. The wording in this should be consistent across the document
Suggested wording for the second sentence.
Whenever a new record is created, it will be A (Active). A change to the data will make this record redundant and its MaintActFlg is changed to I (Inactive).

Table 5
Row status data element. The wording in this should be consistent across the document
Suggested wording for the second sentence
Whenever a new record is created, it will be A (Active). A change to the data will make this record redundant and its MaintActFlg is changed to I (Inactive).

Section 7
Update the note to say
Note: the ENM is the party required to source the data in the case of a Child NMI. Or remove it all together if you think the second note covers it.

Table 6
Row status data element. The wording in this should be consistent across the document
Suggested wording for the second sentence
Whenever a new record is created, it will be A (Active). A change to the data will make this record redundant and its MaintActFlg is changed to I (Inactive).

Table 7
Remove See Note in the Standing Data Required for Data Element ElectricityDataStream/Suffix
Remove See Note in the Standing Data Required for Data Element ProfileName
Row status data element. The wording in this should be consistent across the document
Suggested wording for the second sentence
Whenever a new record is created, it will be A (Active). A change to the data will make this record redundant and its MaintActFlg is changed to I (Inactive).

Table 8
I think all of the NER references are incorrect. If we are going to keep these then they need to be correct.
Row status data element. The wording in this should be consistent across the document
Suggested wording for the second sentence
Whenever a new record is created, it will be A (Active). A change to the data will make this record redundant and its MaintActFlg is changed to I (Inactive).

Table 9
Row status data element. The wording in this should be consistent across the document
Suggested wording for the second sentence
Whenever a new record is created, it will be A (Active). A change to the data will make this record redundant and its MaintActFlg is changed to I (Inactive).

Section 14.4 need to review exactly what this is trying to portray. I know its existing text but I think it’s very confusing. I would think if the meter is flagged as interval you would only need to put the interval configurations in but this shows you can put the accumulation configuration in as well and vice versa.

Section 15.1 I think this needs to be looked at as well as this shows a null values in the suffix fields as this is a mandatory field it can’t be left blank.

Hints and Tips
Table 2 1000 with SP, the consequences and permissible action section, second dot point is incorrect, the read type code of SP allows for a special read and the NSRD does not come into play, wording should be the same as it is for the CR1030.
Also just a question on this did somebody like Robert Speedy review this document to ensure we’re still doing things as per this document?

History Model
Table 2 spelling mistake Standing not Standign
Same question as the Hints and Tips.

MDFF Spec: - Done
Appendix A Transaction Code Flags

Typo in Transcode C Meter Reconfig, the wording in the brackets should be Controlled Load.

CATS
Table 4A 
CR 5101 in the description it has 5100 instead of 5101 - done
CR 6300 and CR 6301 needs to have Current FRMP as an initiating party (previous email already sent) - Done

Section 7.7
Remove the word Code from the Table 7-A, CR Code 1020 -done
Section 7.9 remove the word Code from Table 7-C, all listed CR’s still have Code in them -done

Section 14.4 
(c) I think the field Embedded Network Child Name should remain and not be reduced to Child Name  as this is the field name in MSATS. (just a suggestion, not wedded to it) ?
(h) remove charge from Demand value 1 - Done

Section 17.4
Just a question on (d): does this mean that they have to populate this even on meters they’re removing? What value is that adding? I would’ve thought it should only be populated where the meter was remaining current after the change request has completed, and the information didn’t currently exist in MSATS.
Also refer to my previous email regarding the mandatory requirements of NTC and MDM suffix for this CR.

Section 18.6
Table 18-A part of the CR number has been deleted, should be CR 3080

Section 25.5 
(b) if you accept my change for Section 14.4 then the same field needs to be updated in this section.

Section 32.5
Table 32A remove the word code from CR Code 6300  and CR Code 6301 for consistency done
[bookmark: _GoBack]Section 32.7
Table 32C remove the word code from CR Code 6300  and CR Code 6301 for consistency done

Section 33.6
Table 33B remove the word code from CR Code 6400  and CR Code 6401 for consistency done
Section 33.7
Table 33C remove the word code from CR Code 6400  and CR Code 6401 for consistency done

Section 34.5
Table 34A remove the word code from CR Code 6420  and CR Code 6301 for consistency done
Section 34.6
Table 34B remove the word code from CR Code 6421 for consistencydone
Section 34.7
Table 34C remove the word code from CR Code 6421 for consistencydone

Section 35.5
Table 35A remove the word code from CR Code 6500  and CR Code 6501 for consistency done
Section 35.7
Table 35C remove the word code from CR Code 6500  and CR Code 6501 for consistency done

Section 36.6
Table 36A remove the word code from CR Code 6700  and CR Code 6701 for consistencydone
Section 36.7
Table 36B remove the word code from CR Code 6700  and CR Code 6701 for consistency done
Section 36.8
Table 36C remove the word code from CR Code 6700  and CR Code 6701 for consistencydone

Section 37.7
Table 37A remove the word code from CR Code 6800  and CR Code 6801 for consistency done
Section 37.8
Table 37B remove the word code from CR Code 6800  and CR Code 6801 for consistency done

Section 42.1
(c) need to have the Tables 43-I and 43-J updated to 42-I and 42-J
Section 42.3.4
Table 42I ** still appear next to the FRMP but the note related to the ** has been deleted

New mandatory fields of tariff and mdm suffix for crs that include metering information was a requirement for work package one.

Below is the current procedure requirement versus what we have built.


CR2500, 2501, 2520, 2521, 3000, 3001, procedures say it’s a mandatory field in the CR, validation is performed at initial and will be rejected if the fields are not completed, this is what has been built.
3004, 3005 procedures say its mandatory where this info does not currently exist, means validation can only be done upon completion not at initiation, this is what has been built.
 3050, 3051 tariff and MDM suffix are not a must (mandatory) in the procedures at all, means we can’t perform any validation, we have built validation upon completion not initiation, this is in conflict with the procedures.
3080, 3081 procedures say its mandatory where this info does not currently exist, means validation can only be done upon completion not at initiation, this is what we have built.
3090, 3091 procedures say its mandatory where this info does not currently exist, means validation can only be done upon completion not at initiation, this is what we have built.

I see that we have two options for CR3050/3051.

Option 1 change the configuration to remove the validation.

Option 2 change the procedures to match the configurations.

My suggestion is option 2 as this will then make all of the metering change requests consistent, eg making the suffix and network tariff mandatory.

Updating the procedures by adding a new paragraph (below) 17.4 (f), changing the current (f) to (g), the current (g) to (h) and the current (h) to (i)

For all Register IDs associated with the NMI, where the Register Identifier Status Code is to be ‘C’, populate the Change Request with the following (where this information does not currently exist in MSATS): 
MDM Contributory Suffix      Network Tariff Code  

This differs to (e) as it has the caveat where this information does not currently exist in MSATS.


Sue from Agility on Cats Procedure:

I have been looking at the Change Role CRs that can be objected to by MCs in the CATS Procedure V4.2, and would like to clarify the objection reason code.

An MC can object to a 6300 and a 6301 using the BADPARTY objection code, and the RETRO objection code for 6301.

The definition of BADPARTY is:
Used by the MC when the MDP, MPB, or MPC nominated on a change retailer request is incorrect as they are not the party appointed by the MC, or do not have the capability or capacity to operate in the Role proposed.   

CR6300 only nominates the CR so I don't think it is applicable.  Please advise.

