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IGT039 Meeting #23 

Final Minutes 

 

Present: 

Elaine Carr (EC)   Scottish Power 

Gethyn Howard (GH) (Chair)  GTC 

Anne Jackson (AJ)  SSE 

Jonathan Kiddle (JK)  EDF Energy 

Steve Ladle (SL)  Gemserv obo.     

IGT UNC 

 

 

Andy Miller (AM) Xoserve 

Kish Nundloll(KN) ESP 

Trevor Peacock (TP) FPL 

Adam Pearce (AP) ESP 

Kristian Pilling (KP) SSE 

Kiran Samra (KS) NPower 

 

*via teleconference 

 

 

1) Introductions 

The meeting attendees introduced themselves. GH confirmed that the intention of the 

meeting was to review the legal drafting completed since the previous meeting and to 

discuss any queries that had arisen during the drafting process as well as those raised during 

the meeting. GH also outlined that the timeframes for completion of the work would also be 

reviewed.  

 

 

2) Review of actions 

1) JD to undertake further analysis on SSP funding. 

GH confirmed that he had spoken to JD and that this work was on going though the delay 

was linked to other relevant ongoing work such as the Xoserve Funding, Governance and 

Ownership project – carried over 

2) GH to speak to JD about potential options to progress Xoserve development cost 

recovery. 

GH confirmed that the workgroup document outlining the issue sent to JD of Ofgem on 

21/05/2014 but JD was on leave w/c 26/05/2014 so had not received any feedback – 

carried over 

3) AM to amalgamate two funding issues documents for future modifications requiring 

Xoserve cost recovery from IGTs. 

AM confirmed that this had been produced and sent to GH. GH confirmed that no 

workgroup comments were received on the document and this was sent to JD of Ofgem 

on 21/05/2014 – closed 

4) GH to speak to lawyer to gather a view on whether pointing paragraphs 1 to 3 of CV to 

UNC will undermine IGT contractual position regarding the “site works contract”. 

GH confirmed that this had been raised with GTC’s lawyer and was currently being looked 

into – carried over 

5) Parties to review Part E and provide comments to GH by May 14th. 
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GH confirmed that no responses had been received1 – closed 

 
 

3) Review of legal drafting 

The group reviewed the changes made following the last meeting. The following tables 

outline further changes the group agreed to be made or areas for further consideration: 

 

CI - GH 

Reference Comment 

AQ Types – 6.3(a) Update “New Build Annual Quantity” to “Opening AQ” or 
“Entry AQ” so can incorporate infill properties. 

AQ Types – 6.3(b) “Billing Annual Quantity” described in meeting as “October 
AQ” but need to check UNC to see if a mirror definition can 
be used.  
 
It was also queried whether all 3 AQs would need to be 
provided on change of supply. AM agreed to add as a 
requirement under SSP specification work. 

IGT AQ Review Procedures - 
6.4(a) 

To be amended to IGT AQ Reporting Procedures and 
document can be amended outside of 039. 

SOQ – 6.4(b) Different definition in UNC of “Supply Point Capacity” – 
requires further review but if compatible, can point across.  
 
There is also the further question as to whether there needs 
to be 3 types of SOQ recorded to mirror the 3 types of AQ. 

Read requirements for DM 
sites– 14.6-14.8 

Further review required to ensure the read requirements do 
not apply to class 2 meter points. 

 

 

CII - GH 

Reference Comment 

All “not used” paragraphs Drafting style in this section is different so move final sub 
para under 2.6(c) to 2.1(b) and remove all future sub 
paragraphs under paragraph 2. 

“Capacity Revision 
Application” 

“Capacity Revision Application” definition removed but is 
used later on in section. Definition to remain but point to 
definition in UNC if workable. 

 

 

CIII - GH 

Reference Comment 

Interruptible Arrangements Noted that interruptible arrangements under IGT UNC 
appear to be out of date. Requires review against UNC 
requirements ***Outside of 039 scope*** 

 

 

                                                           
1
 This action has been closed on the basis that all parties have been asked to continuously feedback any 

comments on the drafting as it progresses. 
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CIV - GH 

Reference Comment 

T/PR/GT4 T/PR/GT4 reference requires updating to latest standard. 

 

 

CV – GH 

Reference Comment 

- No comments raised. 

 

 

D - AP 

AP provided an overview on the clamping section currently set out under paragraph 5 of 

Part D. AP summarised that the arrangements are believed to have been part of the original 

IGT UNC drafting and had been moved across from an IGT’s INC. AP confirmed that the 

intention of the paragraph was to cover the instance where a meter is temporary clamped 

by the supplier for debt purposes (but the meter is in situ) and the IGT is not informed, the 

IGT can recover any costs associated with a false reported emergency the call out. The group 

believed that the action described under paragraph 5 was used very little if at all but agreed 

that any further review and/or amendment of this section would not be for 039 to carry out 

and may be raised at a Shipper work group meeting if desired.  

 

 

E - AP 

AP presented 2 metering process diagrams with the aim of determining the correct process 

and associated file formats to enable AP to continue with Part E drafting. This mainly 

focused on understanding the differences between the scenarios of IGT driven metering 

processes under the IGT UNC and the Supplier driven processes under RGMA. It was noted 

that an additional swim lane was needed for where an IGT MAM was involved in the process 

though the IGT MAM would be acting as the agent of the IGT under the IGT UNC.  Reference 

was made to recently approved UNC modification 0455 and that the drafting may to some 

extent invoke the process where relevant. 

 

F – SL 

Reference Comment 

Paragraphs 6 & 8 Agreed that no longer required. 

Paragraph 11 IGTAD already requires sending of read information to the 
GDN so paragraph 11 can be removed apart from 11.3 & 
11.4 which will be retained. 

Paragraph 12 & 13 Agreed to retain. 

LMN Replacement Agreed that LMN replacement obligation (i.e. to pass data to 
the GDN) would not be required as is covered in the IGTAD. 
Noted that in reality the data would be provided to the GDN 
through the change of supply nomination process where 
under the terms of the UNC, a nomination for an IGT Supply 
Point is to the CSEP Supply Point (see diagram in Appendix 
1).  
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Action – AM to add 3 types of AQ to SSP specification requirements.  

Action – AM to confirm whether 3 types of SOQ are required.  

 

 

 

4) Update on Contractual Issues for Future Modifications 

GH commented that as per action 2 of the previous meeting, the paper outlining the funding 

issue for future modifications had been submitted to Ofgem towards the end of the previous 

week. GH confirmed that JD was on leave w/c 26th May but would follow up with JD on his 

return. 

 

 

5) Next Steps and Work Plan Review: 

Using the gannt chart in Appendix 2, the development group reviewed the timeframe for the 

outstanding work and agreed that working backwards from October 2015 and to 

accommodate a 12 month development period, the modification would need to be 

submitted to the June 2014 IGT UNC Panel. This timeframe was set out on the basis that 

parties would not commence any systems build without 039 being approved. The group 

then discussed the timeframe if the systems development were not dependent on 039 

approval which though not desirable, in theory could allow for the modification to be 

submitted as late as the May 2015 Panel. GH confirmed that the intention of the IGTs was to 

conclude the development work as swiftly as possible though this to some extent will be 

dependent on some of the outstanding issues raised with Ofgem (see action 2 of previous 

meeting for example). GH confirmed that on the basis that the modification drafting exercise 

can progress without any delays, the IGTs intend to have a complete non-legally reviewed 

draft available at the end of June. It was also confirmed that the AIGT intends to carry out an 

external legal review of the drafting which subject to feedback from law firms, would 

anticipate to be run during July. It was asked when Shippers would like to undertake the 

review in terms of following the IGT external review or at the end of June. Shippers were of 

the view that they could review the first complete draft at the end of June which would 

shorten the overall timeframe for completion. On this basis, the group agreed to hold the 

next meeting on July 2nd as originally planned which would provide an overview of the 

complete first draft and then to hold a legal walkthrough of the legally reviewed draft 

following the August IGT UNC Panel meeting on August 20th.  

 

GH suggested that the development group report could be started as a straw man and 

circulated ahead of the next meeting. The group discussed the purpose of the work group 

report, the aim of which was to confirm what work had been carried out by the group in line 

with the deliverables and objectives originally set out. It was agreed that this work should be 

sufficiently developed to help both the Panel and those not directly involved in the work 

group understand the key areas of the work covered but was not intended to be overly 

extensive. GH agreed to circulate a straw man work group report ahead of the next meeting 

to be developed by the development group. 
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AM suggested that the implementation of IGT039 should be linked to the implementation 

date of UNC0440 which in turn is linked to the NEXUS implementation date. The group 

agreed that this would be a sensible approach on the basis that if the NEXUS 

implementation date changes, the IGT039 will not need to be updated.  

 

Action – GH to circulate a straw man work group report ahead of the next meeting.  

 

 

6) Future Meeting Dates: 

2nd July - Venue tba 

20th August – Venue Gemserv (following next IGT UNC Panel). 

 

 

7) AOB: 

The group discussed the importance of the changes IGT039 would implement. It was agreed 

that it was imperative that all parties were aware of the changes and consequently 

implement these as there would be no scope to run parallel systems to support parties that 

did not implement the changes on time or implement the changes at all. AM commented 

that Xoserve were ensuring that NEXUS communications were being sent as wide as possible 

to ensure parties who had not engaged in NEXUS were aware of the requirements. SL 

confirmed that the IGT UNC distribution list included all IGT UNC signatories. GH agreed to 

add a bold note to the supporting email of the next 039 minutes to make it clear of the 

importance of the work and that it will have significant impacts for all IGT UNC parties.  

 

GH also raised awareness that like UNC0440, a transition modification is likely to be needed 

to update the IGT039 text once it has entered the consultation process. It was noted that it 

was unlikely that this modification would be granted urgent status so the transition 

modification would need to be submitted to the May 2015 Panel for implementation in 

October 2015. 

 

 

 

 

Actions: 

1) JD to undertake further analysis on SSP funding. 

2) GH to speak to JD about potential options to progress Xoserve development cost 

recovery. 

3) GH to speak to lawyer to gather a view on whether pointing paragraphs 1 to 3 of CV to 

UNC will undermine IGT contractual position regarding the “site works contract”. 

4) Action – AM to add 3 types of AQ to SSP specification requirements.  

5) Action – AM to confirm whether 3 types of SOQ are required.  

6) GH to circulate a straw man work group report ahead of the next meeting 
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Appendix 1 – UNC Terminology for Supply Point Nomination and Reconciliation. 

 

IGTS Supply Point / IGTS Supply 
Meter Point

CSEP Supply Point / CSEP Supply 
Meter Point

UNC - 440

IGT UNC 
(Current)

"Supply Meter Point": a point at which gas may (in accordance 

with the Code) be offtaken from the Pipeline for the purposes of 

supply directly to particular premises;

"Supply Point": the Supply Meter Point or Supply Meter Points 

for the time being registered in the name of a Pipeline User 

pursuant to a Supply Point Registration or for the purposes of this 

Part C only the subject of a Proposed Supply Point Registration;

IGTS Supply Point / IGTS Supply 
Meter Point

Solution

Add Definitions to 
IGT UNC

Definition Refers to IGTS 
CSEP Supply Point / IGTS 
CSEP Supply Meter Point 

which includes Supply 
Point/ Supply Meter Point

IGT/GDN Boundary

Option 1 Option 2

Where pointing across, 
pre-qualify that 

references in UNC to X 
or Y are to an IGTS 
Supply Point / IGTS 
Supply Meter as per 
IGT UNC Definition

Point across but 
replace all 

references of 
IGTS Supply 
Point / IGTS 

Supply Meter 
Point in IGT UNC

Option 3

Where pointing across, 
pre-qualify that 

references in UNC to X 
or Y are to an IGTS 
Supply Point / IGTS 
Supply Meter as per 

UNC Definition

UNC sets out that for IGT purposes, 
Shipper nominates to CSEP Supply 
Point, effectively a notional place 
at the boundary of the GDN and 
IGT network which allows the GDN 
to determine upstream 
transportation charges.

UNC also sets out that the CSEP 
Supply Point has a one to one 
relationship with each IGTS 
Supply Point.

Shipper nominates an LDZ 
Supply Point for GDN Supply 
point nominations
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Appendix 2 – IGT039 Potential Consultation Timeframes 

 

 

ID Task Name Start Finish Duration
May 2014 Jun 2014 Jul 2014 Aug 2014 Sep 2014 Oct 2014 Nov 2014 Dec 2014 Jan 2015 Feb 2015 Mar 2015 Apr 2015 May 2015 Jun 2015 Jul 2015 Aug 2015 Sep 2015

25/5 1/6 8/6 15/6 22/6 29/6 6/7 13/7 20/7 27/7 3/8 10/8 17/8 24/8 31/8 7/9 14/9 21/9 28/9 5/10 12/10 19/10 26/10 2/11 9/11 16/11 23/11 30/11 7/12 14/12 21/12 28/12 4/1 11/1 18/1 25/1 1/2 8/2 15/2 22/2 1/3 8/3 15/3 22/3 29/3 5/4 12/4 19/4 26/4 3/5 10/5 17/5 24/5 31/5 7/6 14/6 21/6 28/6 5/7 12/7 19/7 26/7 2/8 9/8 16/8 23/8 30/8 6/9 13/9 20/9 27/9

1 1d01/10/201501/10/2015SSP Implementation

2 262d01/10/201501/10/201412 Months System Development

3 23d01/10/201401/09/2014Ofgem Decision

4 1d20/08/201420/08/2014Panel Voting

7

6

5 5d21/07/201415/07/2014FMR to be produced

15d14/07/201424/06/2014DMR Comments

3d23/06/201419/06/2014DMR Production

1d18/06/201418/06/2014
Panel Meet with W.G Report and 
recommendation for consultation

3.5 Month Mod Approval Process 
(with 12 month notice period)

Potential for delayed 3.5 Month Mod Approval Process

8

29d30/06/201421/05/2014Development of first complete draft9

23d31/07/201401/07/2014IGT External Legal Review

11

10

21d29/08/201401/08/2014Potential Shipper Review

3.5 Month Mod Approval Process 
(current timeframe)


