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Calculating the cumulative price
stakeholder feedback template
The template below has been developed to enable stakeholders to provide their feedback on the questions posed in the consultation paper and any other issues that they would like to provide feedback on. The AEMC encourages stakeholders to use this template to assist it to consider the views expressed by stakeholders on each issue. Stakeholders should not feel obliged to answer each question, but rather address those issues of particular interest or concern. Further context for the questions can be found in the consultation paper.
SUBMITTER DETAILS
	ORGANISATION:
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	CONTACT NAME:
	[bookmark: Text2]     

	EMAIL:
	[bookmark: Text3]     

	PHONE:
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	DATE
	     



project DETAILS
	NAME OF RULE CHANGE:
	Calculating the cumulative price 

	PROJECT CODE:
	ERC0356 & ERC0374

	PROPONENT: 
	Delta Electricity & Snowy Hydro Limited 

	SUBMISSION DUE DATE:
	20 November 2025


CHAPTER 2 – The problem raised in Delta Electricity’s rule change request
	Is the use of settled prices when one region is in administered pricing, a problem?
Do you consider that the issue raised by Delta Electricity is an inconsistency in how cumulative price is calculated? If so, do you consider the issue is an unintended consequence of the existing way that cumulative price is calculated when multiple regions are in administered pricing?
Do you think that it is also a problem for the FCAS market?
Does this issue affect you or those you represent in any way? If so, how?
	

	Is there a material problem or evidence of an emerging one?
Do you consider that the issue raised by Delta Electricity is a material?
If so, do you consider that the problem will have a more significant impact in the future if it is not addressed (either in the spot market, FCAS, or both)?
	[bookmark: Text11]     


CHAPTER 3 – Delta Electricity’s proposed solution and implementation
	Will the proposed solution address the issue raised by the Delta Electricity?
What do you consider success would look like if the issue identified by the Delta Electricity was solved?
	

	What are your views of the costs and benefits of the proposed solution?
What do you consider will be the benefits and costs of Delta Electricity’s proposed solution?
If there are costs, will these be one-off implementation costs or ongoing? Do these costs fall across both AEMO and participants or with just one party?
Is there anything the Commission could do in designing the rule that would help to minimise the costs and maximise the benefits?
	     

	Do you agree with the implementation approach?
Do you consider that the proposed changes to the rules will solve the problem(s) raised or are there other factors that would have a greater impact?
	

	Are there alternative solutions that would be preferable?
Can you share any alternative solutions that you think would be preferable and more aligned with the long-term interests of consumers?
Are there alternative solutions that sit outside of the energy rules such as industry or jurisdictional initiatives that would more successfully address the issue?
	


CHAPTER 4 – The problem raised in Snowy Hydro’s rule change request
	Is the calculation of the cumulative price during an administered pricing period a problem?
Is the ‘premature’ ending of an administered pricing period an unintended consequence of the way that the cumulative price is calculated during administered pricing?
Do you think that it is also a problem for the FCAS market?
Do you think it provides inadequate protection to consumers and participants against the immediate resumption of high spot prices?
Does this issue affect you or those you represent in any way, if so how?
	

	Is there a material problem or evidence of an emerging one?
Do you consider that the issue raised by Snowy Hydro is material?
If so, do you consider that the problem will have a more significant impact in the future if it is not addressed (either in the spot market, FCAS market, or both)?
	     



CHAPTER 5 – Snowy Hydro’s proposed solution and implementation
	Will the proposed solution address the issue raised by the Snowy Hydro?
What do you consider success would look like if the issue identified by Snowy Hydro was solved?
	

	What are your views of the costs and benefits of the proposed solution?
What do you consider will be the benefits and costs of the proposed solution?
If there are costs, will these be one-off or ongoing?
Is there anything the Commission could do in designing the rule that would help to minimise the costs and maximise the benefits?
	     

	Will the proposed solution address the issue raised by the Snowy Hydro?
Do you consider that the proposed changes to the rules will solve the problem(s) raised or are there other factors that would have a greater impact?
	

	Are there any alternative solutions that would be preferable?
Can you share any alternative solutions that you think would be preferable and more aligned with the long-term interests of consumers?
Are there alternative solutions that sit outside of the energy rules such as industry or jurisdictional initiatives that would more successfully address the issue?
	

	What are your views on the interaction between both rule changes?
Do you consider that the proposed rule changes could interact to cause unintended consequences?
If so, what would they be, and how would you mitigate them?
	


CHAPTER 6 – Making our decision
	Assessment framework
Do you agree with the proposed assessment criteria?
Are there additional criteria that the Commission should consider or criteria included here that are not relevant?
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