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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

	
	
	No Comments


2. Metrology Procedure: Part A

	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	12.1 (a) (i) (ii) & (b)
	Preliminary Requirements


	SA Power Networks requests that the clauses that have been proposed to be removed be reinstated to strengthen the obligation on the MP to capture the Final Read when removing an accumulation meter. 
We believe the amended clause that requires the MC to ensure that the MP is directed to undertake the relevant work doesn’t go far enough to ensure the Final Read is taken. Currently, the MP SLP does not contain an obligation on the MP to capture the Final Read for an accumulation meter like there is for a MDP for an interval meter (when requested by a MP). The MP SLP states in 4.4 (d) that the MP must “ensure that sufficient information is captured regarding the removal of the old metering installation components” but it does not specify that a reading must be obtained. Therefore we suggest it be retained in this procedure to ensure it is provided every time an accumulation meter is exchanged.  
The proposed changes do not meet AEMO’s stated objective of making ‘as built’ changes as per the Notice of First Stage Consultation. The proposed changes could introduce complications in the midst of a busy period for all participants as they prepare for go live of the PoC related changes. All participants up until now have designed processes and solutions that expected the Final Read to be provided when the MP removed the meter.


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

	
	
	No Comments


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

	
	
	No Comments


5. MDFF Specification NEM 12 NEM 13

	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	
	
	No Comments


6. MSATS Procedures: CATS

	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	7.8
	Objection Rules
	SA Power Networks strongly recommends that the proposed changes to this section not be undertaken for the following reasons:

The proposed changes do not meet AEMO stated objective of making ‘as built’ changes as per the Notice of First Stage Consultation. We and other participants have not built any of these changes so these cannot be considered ‘as built’. 
Changes to CATS Objection logic are going to have significant ramifications on participants PoC program build effort and testing of systems. Introducing the proposed changes will require participants to introduce scope changes to their PoC projects at a very late stage.  Furthermore, participants will be forced to build and complete Industry testing by October 2017 before the Work Package 3 Procedures are even published as Final (at this stage not due to 30th November). This introduces significant project risk across the Industry.

The proposed removal of the roles that can use the BADMETER objection codes is not compensated by any corresponding introduction of roles that can use other forms of objection. For example, it is legitimate for an MPB to object to being nominated by a retailer to perform any MPB role if it does not agree to the arrangement. Table 7B does not offer a mechanism for an MPB to object other than via BADMETER. Removing this option removes the MPBs legitimate right not to take on a role if it chooses not to. Arguably, BADMETER is not the right objection code to be using, however many organisation have used what is available over the years and have built their systems accordingly. SA Power Networks argues that now is not the time to by making substantial change to these objection codes and that it would be preferable that this change be held off and incorporated into any future Procedure changes post 1st December 2017. 

To guarantee that the objection rules are truly correct and consistent requires a methodical review of all of the objections rules in the CATS procedures. The adjustments being proposed have not had the benefit of any methodical systemic review and therefore risk introducing unexpected problems and issues at a time of already significant change. 

	8.8
	Objection Rules
	See response to 7.8

	9.8
	Objection Rules
	See response to 7.8

	12.7
	Objection Rules
	See response to 7.8

	13.6
	Objection Rules
	See response to 7.8

	14.6
	Objection Rules
	See response to 7.8

	26.6
	Objection Rules
	See response to 7.8

	31.8
	Objection Rules
	See response to 7.8

	32.6
	Objection Rules
	SA Power Networks recommends the objection code of BADPARTY also be made available for use to the new RP (if nominated by a FRMP to be an MC). 
In line with the proposed change of allowing the FRMP to nominate the new RP (MC) using 6300 CR, the new RP also requires an objection code to use if it has been nominated in the role but wants to object to this nomination (i.e. a FRMP assigning the LNSP as the RP for a site with usage above 160MWh). 

	37.8
	Objection Rules
	See response to 7.8


7. MSATS Procedures: WIGS

	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	2.8
	Objection Rules
	See response to 7.8 in CATS Procedure

	7.6
	Objection Rules
	See response to 7.8 in CATS Procedure

	16.9
	Objection Rules
	See response to 7.8 in CATS Procedure

	17.6
	Objection Rules
	See response to 7.8 in CATS Procedure

	21.8
	Objection Rules
	See response to 7.8 in CATS Procedure


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

	
	
	No Comments


9. Other Issues Related to Consultation Subject Matter

	Document
	Clause
	Heading
	Participant Comments

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


