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Consultation Response 

iGT064: Removal of Ancillary Document 
Self-Governance 
Responses invited by: 11 07 2014 

Respondent Details 

Name: Kristian Pilling 

Organisation:  SSE Energy Supply Ltd 

Support Implementation  ☐Yes 

Qualified Support   ☐ 

Neutral     ☐ 

Do Not Support   ☐ 
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Please briefly summarise the key reason(s) for your 
support / opposition 

We support this modification because,  

1) Applying a single modification procedure to both the iGT UNC and the 
Ancillary Documents provides clarity and efficiency as parties only 
have one set of rules to follow. 

2) The Fast Track, Self-Governance and Appeal processes are now 
industry norms in the modification of codes as a result of SLC9 
12d(a)(i).  We see no reason for iGT UNC Ancillary Documents to 
remain inconsistent with the Standard Licence Conditions. 

3) If approved, this modification will make the process for modifying the 
iGT UNC Ancillary Document more rigorous and ultimately support the 
manner in which iGT UNC issues are governed. 
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Self-Governance Statement 

Do you agree with the Modification Panel’s determination that this should be a self-

governance modification?  

N/A 

Please state any new or additional issues that you believe should be 

considered 

No new issue. 

Relevant Objectives 

How would implementation of this modification impact the relevant objectives? 

We support the proposer of this modification in identifying Objective f) as being positively impacted.  As 

previously stated in this response, this modification will leave the iGT UNC (and related products) with a 

single set of modification rules.  The SLC9 modification rules that already apply to changes to the iGT UNC 

are compatible and appropriate for forthcoming changes to iGT UNC Ancillary Documents. 

Impacts and Costs 

What development and ongoing costs would you face if this modification was implemented? 

No costs. 

Implementation 

What lead time would you wish to see prior to this modification being implemented, and 

why? 

As a Shipper, this modification does not require a lead time.  We would like to see this modification 

implemented at the next available release.  

Legal Text 

Are you satisfied that the legal text will deliver the intent of the modification? 

Yes 
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Further Comments 

Is there anything further you wish to be taken into account? 

As requested in the Draft Modification Report, we have answered the two following questions,  

Do you believe that this Modification should be subject to self-governance rules?  

We are of the understanding that changes to the modification process that are already aligned with SLC9 

should be sent to the Authority.  This modification is not looking to change those modification rules (‘SLC9 

modification rules’), instead it is aligning the iGT UNC Ancillary Documents to the approved set of 

modification rules that have been effect to by SLC9.  We are therefore of the view this is subject to self-

governance rules as it does not impact the iGT UNC modification process itself.  

Ultimately, if the iGT UNC Panel were to issue a Self-Governance statement that is later rejected by 

Ofgem, the accompanying justification may aid the iGT UNC Panel and iGT UNC code parties in making 

future judgements on the criteria of Self-Governance where the modification rules are concerned. 

Do you believe the impact of this Modification would be to legally incorporate the Ancillary 

Documents into the main iGT UNC Code itself? 

We are of the view iGT064 modifies the governance procedure for the iGT UNC Ancillary Documents and 

not their legal status or relationship with the Code.  We agree, however, that this is a worthwhile 

question.   

If we take the  iGT UNC Ancillary Document Pipeline Operator Standards of Service Query Management as 

an example, Clause 44.1 states Pipeline Operators and Users ‘will adhere to the principles and supporting 

business rules [of the document]’.  It could therefore be suggested that this particular Ancillary Document 

is already legally binding as the iGT UNC states parties will adhere to the Ancillary Document.  It could be 

argued that if the iGT UNC requires a code party to follow an Ancillary Document then the contents of said 

Ancillary Document are legally binding.  Equally, if the iGT UNC either does not reference an Ancillary 

Document or uses non-binding language, for example, ‘may follow an Ancillary Document’ then the said 

Ancillary Document is not legally binding.  In conclusion, we are not of the view this modification impacts 

the legal status of Ancillary Documents. 
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