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DISPATCH LIMITS FOR INVERTER-BASED RESOURCES
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.
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project DETAILS
	NAME OF RULE CHANGE:
	Dispatch limits for inverter-based resources

	PROJECT CODE:
	ERC0453

	PROPONEN:
	AEMO

	SUBMISSION DUE DATE:
	24 Septetmber 2026 


CHAPTER 1 – The context for this rule change request 
	
	[bookmark: Text5]     


CHAPTER 2 –  the problem raised in the rule change request 
	1. What are your views on the current arrangements for managing inverter-limits? Do the current arrangements impose costs or operational challenges?
	[bookmark: Text11]     

	To what extent would AEMO’s inverter dispatch initiative address the issues identified in this chapter, in the absence of an explicit mechanism in the NER requiring compliance with inverter-limits?
	[bookmark: Text12]     


CHAPTER 3 – CHAPTER TITLE
	Would the proposed solution address the issue raised by the proponent? Do you consider that the proposed changes to the rules would solve the problem raised or are there other factors that would have a greater impact? Would the proposed changes to the rules have unintended consequences?
	[bookmark: Text13]     

	What do you consider would be the costs and benefits of the proposed solution? If there are costs, would 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 increase benefits?
	[bookmark: Text14]     

	Do you consider any variation or alternative to the proposed solution would solve the issue raised by the proponent in a way that better contributes to the NEO?
	[bookmark: Text15]     

	Do you consider that the proposed approach can be implemented efficiently and effectively? Are there any transitional arrangements, lead times, or sequencing issues that would be required to support implementation of the proposed approach? Please explain.
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	Do you consider that the proposed compliance approach is the most appropriate approach to help to achieve the desired outcome and contribute to solving the issue? Would the relevant parties have appropriate incentives to comply?
	


CHAPTER 4 – Assessment criteria 
	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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OTHER COMMENTS
	2. Information on additional issues
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