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Consultation Response 

iGT086: Central Data Services Provider – 
Implementing IGT UNC changes to support 
FGO 
Responses invited by: 03 May 2017 

Respondent Details 

Name: Gethyn Howard 

Organisation: BUUK Infrastructure 

Support Implementation  Y 

 

Please briefly summarise the key reason(s) for your 
support / opposition 

It is necessary to update the legal text originally developed under IGT039 to reflect the addition of 

FGO arrangements which will come into effect for IGTs when they utilise the services of Xoserve as 

the CDSP from PNID (currently 1st June). This modification is required as FGO arrangements have 

been developed since the SSP requirements were developed under IGT039. We are therefore 

supportive of this modification. 
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Self-Governance Statement 

Do you agree with the Modification Panel’s determination with respect to whether or not this 

should be a self-governance modification?  

We believe this proposal should progress via the self-governance route as transposes the FGO 

arrangements over the NEXUS arrangements over the previously agreed IGT039 drafting. As the changes 

introduced under IGT086 are updating the IGT UNC to reflect the arrangements that have already been 

agreed (under UNC0565 and UNC0604S), this is effectively a house keeping change and should progress 

via self-governance. 

 

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

considered 

None identified. 

Relevant Objectives 

How would implementation of this modification impact the relevant objectives? 

This proposal fulfils relevant objective f) “promotion of efficiency in the implementation and efficiency of the 

Code” on the basis it aligns NEXUS arrangements with the FGO framework as of the Project NEXUS 

Implementation Date “PNID”. 

Impacts and Costs 

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

None identified. 

Implementation 

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

why? 

This modification must be implemented at PNID which is the point that such arrangements will be used in 

practice. 
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Legal Text 

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

Yes. The legal text has been developed in conjunction with the Code Administrator and has been reviewed 

by an external legal firm. The legal text was also discussed at two IGT UNC work stream meetings with a 

small number of additional changes made. 

Further Comments 

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

- 

Responses should be submitted by email to iGTUNC@gemserv.com 

 


