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iGT UNC Draft Modification Report Response 

 
Date 1st May 2008 

Reference iGT018 

Title 
 

Determination of implementation dates by Panel 

Respondee Heidi Martin 
RWE npower 

Position on the Modification  
 

Support Modification 
 

Facilitation of the relevant objectives 
 
RWE npower agree with ESP that the proposal will facilitate "the promotion of efficiency in 
the implementation and administration of the network code and/or the uniform network 
code" 
 
We agree with the reasons outlined within the proposal. 
 
Additional Information and Comments 
 
RWE npower supports the implementation of this modification proposal. 
 
We were involved in Review Group iGTRP001 that reviewed the current iGT UNC 
Modification Rules. From this Review it was agreed that further clarification was required 
around implementation rules.  
 
In the iGT UNC there are currently 3 scheduled release dates. These are aligned with the 
release dates of UK Link & SPAA. Alongside these dates are rules that stipulate the 
minimum notice of implementing certain changes, i.e two months after the date of 
direction or consent by the Authority, for changes to documentation only. 
 
Even with these rules it is apparent that there are still underlying issues regarding 
implementation dates. 
 
In some instances, we have found that parties support the principle of a modification 
proposal but are unable to fully support it due to the implementation date. Or in some 
cases the lack of implementation date. This can have an impact on the recommendation 
that is sent onto the Authority.  
 
This modification proposal seeks to give the panel the opportunity to agree either revised 
or new implementation date for proposals it wishes to recommend. As ESP states an 
indicative implementation should be included in the original proposal. Doing this will allow 
all parties to fully consider the impact of the proposal and its implementation date. Having 
more considered responses will better inform the mod panel when it comes to agree an 
implementation date.  
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We are sure that even with these additional measures that there will be occasions whereby 
implementation dates prove to be the sticking point. Having a mechanism whereby the 
panel can agree a backstop date of 6 releases from Authority approval will ensure that all 
proposals will have an implementation date when it’s sent to the Authority. 18 months to 
implement a proposal seems a long time to wait for it to be implemented. However, we 
understand that this backstop acts as a final result if the panel can not reach agreement. 
We hope that there will be few instances of this and would be disappointed if the backstop 
date was exploited.  
 
This proposal provides transparency and clarity to the modification rules making them 
more robust.   
 
Completed forms should be returned to the iGT UNC Representative, Gemserv Ltd 
at iGT-UNC@gemserv.com or faxed to 020 7090 1001 
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