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Improving consultation procedures in the rules						
stakeholder feedback template
Please use this template if you wish to provide your feedback on the questions posed in the consultation paper. Please don’t feel obliged to answer each question, but address those of particular interest or concern. Further context for each question can be found in the consultation paper.
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project DETAILS
	NAME OF RULE CHANGE:
	Improving consultation procedures in the rules

	PROJECT CODE:
	ERC0323

	PROPONENT:
	The Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO)

	SUBMISSION DUE DATE:
	3 February 2022



CHAPTER 2 – views on Proposed Changes - Electricity
	

	At a high level, the Commission is interested in your views on the following issues:
· do the changes promote flexibility that is appropriate in the circumstances?
· what would assist with improving consultation transparency and understanding?
· what are the benefits and risks of streamlining the consultation arrangements and how could risks be effectively managed?
· what are the cost and complexity implications of implementing the changes? 
	

	Do stakeholders consider having a default of one round of consultation (rather than two) is a more efficient, effective and appropriate approach for the instruments currently subject to the RCP? 
	YES or NO

	
	Please provide reasons and examples. 

	Do you agree with AEMO's proposed principles for determining if an additional round of consultation is required ? If so, why? If not, what changes are needed to the:
· overall approach of using consultation criteria, and the consultation criteria that AEMO propose?
· proposals about when a decision maker would apply the criteria
· proposed public communication on decisions relating to the consultation approach to be used?
	YES or NO

	
	

	Do you consider the form of the required consultation in the proposed rule is likely to result in fit for purpose consultation? 
If not, what changes are needed, and why? For example, are the proposed time periods appropriate, and is it appropriate to remove the current provisions on requesting meetings?
	YES or NO

	
	Please explain the reasons for your views. 

	Do you agree with AEMO's proposal regarding the form and transparency of additional consultation? 
If not, what changes are needed and why?
	YES or NO

	
	Please explain the reasons for your views. 

	Should proposed changes to the RCP also be applied to the Reliability Panel's consultation process under clause 8.8.3, and if so, are any modifications required to reflect the nature of the Reliability Panel and its involvement with the Commission? 
Are there any other clauses in the NER with bespoke consultation requirements that stakeholders believe would benefit from requiring consultation consistent with an updated RCP, or are there reasons to maintain separate processes?
	YES or NO

	
	Please explain the reasons for your views. 

	Would instruments benefit from stakeholders being able to request a change in process? If stakeholders were allowed to request process changes: 
· should this apply to all processes, or only some, 
· if only some processes, which processes or categories of processes should it apply to and
· what additional safeguards would be necessary to ensure that decision-makers were not unduly burdened?

	YES or NO

	
	Please explain the reasons for your views. 





CHAPTER 3 – Views on the proposed changes – Gas and retail
	QUESTION 2 – ADDITIONAL MATTERS

	Are changes to the consultation procedures under the NGR necessary or desirable? 
If so, what should these changes involve? We welcome your views on whether:
· instruments that currently require consultation according to the extended consultation procedures should instead be subject to the standard consultation procedures
· instruments that currently require consultation according to the extended consultation procedures or the standard consultation procedures should be required to comply with a new procedure that has the same requirements as the updated Rules Consultation Procedure proposed for the NER in this rule change
· it would be helpful to have the same consultation processes under the NER and NGR, or whether there are reasons for having different consultation procedures under the NGR.
· Please explain the reasons for your views.
	YES or NO

	
	Please explain the reasons for your views. 

	Would it be beneficial for the consultation process used by the AER under the NERR to be consistent with the consultation processes in the NER (and NGR)? If so, would the process set out in the proposed rule likely result in robust and efficient consultations under the NERR? Please explain the reasons for your views.

Are there any additional considerations relating to compatibility of the changes with the development and application of consumer protections for small customers?
	YES or NO

	
	Please explain the reasons for your views. 











chapter 4 – our rule-making requirements and proposed assessment framework for this rule change
	QUESTION 4 - ASSESSMENT FRAMEWORK

	Is the proposed assessment framework appropriate for considering the proposed rule? What amendments or additions would you suggest, and why?
	YES or NO

	
	Please explain the reasons for your views. 
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