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Consultation Response 

IGT111: Updating of the IGT UNC data permissions 
Responses invited by: 08 AUG 2018 

Respondent Details 

Name: Nicky Rozier 

Organisation: GPL, IPL, QPL  

Support Implementation   

Qualified Support   ☐ 

Neutral     ☐ 

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

We support the implementation of IGT111 as believe it will 
appropriately align permission provisions within Section K of the 
IGT UNC to Section V of the UNC.  

 

This modification is a result of Review Group 003 which carried 
out an assessment into the current data sharing permissions via 
the CDSP to establish if appropriate permissions are in place. We 
are satisfied each permission provision has been through a 
comprehensive review and the recommendations outlined within 
the review group report are reflected within this modification.  

 

We support enabling the CDSP to provide specific data items to 
Meter Asset Managers, Meter Asset Providers, Performance 
Assurance Framework Agreement, Energy Theft and Tip Off 
Service, or Theft Risk Assessment Service on behalf of the IGTs 
and believe this modification will better facilitate cross-code parity.  
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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 agree this modification satisfies the self-governance criteria as it does not have a material impact on 

parties.  

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? 

Agree objective f) has been sufficiently been met and that this modification promotes the efficiency and 

administration of the IGT UNC.  

Impacts and Costs 

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

We do not anticipate any development or ongoing costs.  

Implementation 

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

why? 

We agree this modification should be implemented in the November 2018 release.  

Legal Text 

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

We believe the legal text is fit for purpose and meets the intent of the modification. 
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Further Comments 

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

 

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

 


