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This consultation paper seeks industry feedback on a set of proposed changes to the BSC and Code Subsidiary Documents in relation to the maintenance and distribution of Meter Technical Details (and associated meters readings) for smart meters.   
This attachment is provided to parties to return their responses to the questions raised in the consultation. 

Please send your response to steve.francis@elexon.co.uk by 26 October 2012
Any questions or clarifications relating to this document should be directed to Jon Spence (jon.spence@elexon.co.uk) on 020 7380 4313) or Steve Francis (steve.francis@elexon.co.uk) on 020 7380 4038.


Your Contact Details: 

	Respondent:
	
	

	Company name:
	
	

	Number of BSC Parties 
represented
	
	



	Names of BSC Parties represented
	
	


	Number of non-Parties 
represented
	
	 

	Names of non-Parties represented
	
	

	Role of Parties/non-Parties represented
	
	 

	Does this response contain confidential information?
	
	





Consultation Questions
Please note that question numbers relate to the relevant section of the consultation paper (there are no questions on Section 1).

Questions on the Maintenance and Distribution of Meter Technical Details
	No.
	Question
	Response

	2.1
	Do you agree with the high level proposal for the maintenance and distribution of Meter Technical Details set out in section 2? Please provide the rationale for your response.

	

	2.2
	Do you agree that the proposed changes are required for the start of the mass smart roll-out in 2014?

	

	2.3
	Do you agree with the proposal to progress changes in support of Non Half Hourly settled Metering Systems in the shorter term and consider the processes for Half Hourly settled Metering Systems serviced by the DCC as a subsequent change?

	

	2.4
	Do you agree that the new processes and flows should apply to all remotely configurable Non Half Hourly Metering Systems? If not, please provide an alternative differentiator together with your rationale.

	

	2.5
	Please provide feedback on the features of the proposed solution set out in Section 2.5.

	

	2.6
	Please indicate your preferred option for the transfer of data on change of MOA and change of NHHDC, along with the reason for your preference.

	

	2.7
	Should the NHHDC be required to wait for the Meter Asset Details, before processing readings? Please provide the rationale for your response.

	

	2.8
	Please provide feedback on the draft redlining in Attachments B, C and D. We are particularly interested in the overall approach to the redlining, though detailed comments are also welcome. 

	



Questions on the Format of Meter Technical Details flows

	No.
	Question
	Response

	3.1
	Do you agree that Meter Asset Details and Meter Configuration Details should be sent as new flows for remotely configurable meters (with existing D0150, D0149 used for conventional non-smart and non-remotely-configurable AMR meters, and D0313 used for AMR meters)? Please provide the rationale for your response.

	

	3.2
	Do you agree with the proposed contents of the Meter Asset Details and Meter Configuration Details flows? Please provide any suggested changes, along with your rationale.
 
	

	3.3
	Do you agree that Test Date and Next Test Date should be used in place of Certification Date and Certification Expiry Date?

	

	3.4
	It has been suggested that the mass roll-out of smart meters offers an opportunity to standardise ‘Manufacturers Make & Type’ (e.g. via the introduction of a Valid Set or a new item in Market Domain Data (MDD)). Do you agree with this proposal?

	

	3.5
	Time Pattern Regime and Register Mapping Coefficient are included in the Non Settlement Registers group of the D0149 flow. They have been excluded from the Meter Configuration Details flow on the basis that they are not relevant to Non Settlement Registers. Do you agree?

	

	3.6
	Do you believe that there is still a requirement for NHHDCs to know about Non Settlement Registers if they are not retrieving readings from the meters?

	

	3.7
	It may be possible to change a Meter Type (e.g. from SMETS1 to SMETS2) via a firmware upgrade. This would make Meter Type a remotely configurable item. Given that this is the exception rather than the rule in terms of sourcing Meter Type, it appears in the Meter Asset Details flow. Do you have any views on the provision of Meter Type? 
 
	




Questions on Work Management and Asset Tracking 
	No.
	Question
	Response

	4.1
	Would you favour standard industry flows for installation (work management) requests/responses or bi-lateral Supplier-MOA arrangements? Please provide the rationale for your response.
 
	

	4.2
	If you favour standard industry flows for installation (work management) requests/responses, how do you anticipate requests being made for single visit dual fuel smart installations?

	

	4.3
	If you favour standard industry flows for installation (work management) responses, do you think other equipment should be included in the Meter Asset Details flow or could this be provided in a separate flow and potentially implemented in longer timescales? 

	

	4.4
	If you favour standard industry flows for installation (work management) requests/responses, what information do you think should be included in these flows?

	

	4.5
	Do you see any distinction between the arrangements for requesting smart installations during the mass roll-out and those for subsequent installations/replacements/removals? If so, what bearing do you think this has on developing a new process (and dataflows) and the timescales for such development?

	

	4.6
	Please provide views on how and when asset tracking for smart equipment should be delivered. Please provide any requirements in this area that you consider warrant a standard industry solution.

	



Meter Technical Details on Change of Supplier
	No.
	Question
	Response

	5.1
	Do you consider that there is merit in the proposal to separate responsibility for the closing and opening Change of Supplier readings? Please provide the rationale for your response.

	

	5.2
	If such a proposal were to be adopted, how would you view the risk of gaps/overlaps in the volume of energy settled? How could this risk be mitigated?

	

	5.3
	What would the implications be of running a new process alongside non-smart processes for legacy metering?

	

	5.4
	Are there benefits in a new process being available in time for the mass rollout of smart metering in 2014 or would it be better to consider process revisions as part of Ofgem’s smarter energy markets work programme? Would the benefits of early implementation outweigh the additional workload required to implement these changes in addition to the other system changes required for the smart roll-out?
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