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	Consultation Response

	IGT141U: Pipeline User submitted AQ Corrections during COVID-19

	Responses invited by: 12th May 2020

	Respondent Details
Name: Brandon Rodrigues
Organisation: ESP Utilities Group

	Support Implementation

☐
Qualified Support


(
Neutral




☐
Do Not Support


☐

	Please briefly summarise the key reason(s) for your support / opposition
We support this modification as we recognise that there is a need for a temporary measure for cases where actual gas consumption of sites is currently mismatched with the recorded AQ of those sites. This change will align both metrics.
However, we believe that there should be a control framework in the modification for addressing the potential for excessive and inaccurate AQ corrections. Changes in AQs also have cascading impacts on aspects such as transportation revenues and site classification in the AQ review process, neither of which have been given adequate consideration in the modification.


	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 with the proposer that this modification should be subject to Authority decision.

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

We note that UNC 0721 which this modification is mirroring has received representations that outline a number of issues, ranging from lack of monitoring and post-implementation controls to site discrimination due to the potential system implications. Given the need for close alignment with the UNC, we would hope that these issues are addressed in UNC 0721 and subsequently IGT141U prior to implementation.

	Relevant Objectives
How would implementation of this modification impact the relevant objectives?
We agree with the proposer that objective D is positively impacted due to the reasons provided.

	Impacts and Costs
What development and ongoing costs would you face if this modification was implemented?
We would face minor costs in validating AQ corrections when they are reverted post Covid-19. 

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

We agree that implementation should follow the timeline provided by the Authority upon approval.

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

Yes, we believe the proposed legal text will deliver the intent of the modification. 

	Further Comments
Is there anything further you wish to be taken into account?
No further comments.

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