








QUESTION COMMENT 
Q1 Do you agree with the GIC’s 
description of the retail 
competition problem? 

Greymouth Gas agrees with aspects of the description, but disagrees with some specific points. 
 
This paper should add context to demonstrate that tagging capacity to large end-users is 1 of 3 short term 
issues.  The other 2 are: 
 

• Effect on switching residential load and non-Allocation Group 1 & 2 customers; together with an 
assessment of Vector overrun charges, 

• New gas supply for new businesses 
 
The potential that these could also be short-term issues should not be discounted because of the profile of the 
impact on large end users’ ability to switch. 

Q2 Do you agree with the 
economic analysis? 

No comment. 

Q3 Do you agree with the 
proposed regulatory objective? 

Yes, except for the comment about “effective choice of supplier” because this refers to an end user receiving 
multiple reasonable offers for supply.  These words could mean that multiple retailers have reasonable offers for 
supply, and multiple retailers have offers subject to capacity availability.  Words should be to the effect that an 
end user has “maximum” effective choice of supplier, with the description of “effective choice” factoring this into 
account also. 

Q4 Do you consider that the 
evaluation criteria are appropriate 
for evaluating the options? 

Yes. 

Q5 Do you have any comments 
on the evaluation of options? 

No comment. 

Q6 Do you agree the GIC has, 
through the evaluation of options, 
correctly identified the ‘Capacity 
Follows End User’ as the 
preferred option? 

Greymouth Gas agrees with the preferred option, but we make no comment with regard to this being derived 
correctly through the evaluation of options. 

Q7 Do you have any comments Yes, but the proposal lacks meaningful detail. 



on the details of the proposal?  
We note that only 6 of the 124 pages of the paper were dedicated to the detail of the proposal.  For more 
specific comments on the details of the proposal, please refer to our letter under the heading ‘Statement of 
Proposal’. 

Q8 Do you agree with the next 
steps? 

Greymouth Gas disputes that the paper was the agreed next step. The GIC’s previous commitment was to 
facilitate a contractual solution (in place) by the end of 2010. 
 
Greymouth Gas does not agree with the next steps because, given the lack of detail in the Statement of 
Proposal, the next steps do not allow for release and submission on detailed rules, which is standard practice 
with regard to GIC rules and regulations.  This process should be included within the current timeframe. 
 
Greymouth Gas is considering a Vector Transmission Code Change Request.   
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