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Overview

Energy Policy WA (EPWA) developed amendments to the Electricity System and Market (ESM)
Rules in consultation with the Australian Energy Market Operator (AEMO) and other stakeholders.
These amendments, which were published for consultation, included proposed Amending Rules

to:

address issues identified during the implementation of the new regime for Demand Side
Programmes, which were consulted on in September 2025;

address recent issues caused by incorrect meter data by ensuring that Rule Participants have
the opportunity to disagree with changes to meter data submitted to AEMO after Settlement
Adjustment Date 2;

replace the default distribution method specified in section 9.21 of the ESM Rules and give the
Economic Regulation Authority the responsibility for determining how all Civil Penalty Amounts
are to be distributed; and

amend the Individual Reserve Capacity Requirement (IRCR) calculation to remove a potential
disincentive for retailers to offer IRCR reduction schemes to certain contestable customers.

To see a summary of these and all other proposed changes, please refer to the Exposure Draft.

When developing the Exposure Draft, additional issues relating to the implementation of the
new regime for Demand Side Programmes were identified for which rule changes could not be
developed in time to be included in the Exposure Draft. An addendum including these changes
was published separately on 10 November 2025. The consultation period closed on

19 November 2025.

The changes proposed in the addendum included:

accounting for planned maintenance or other outages in the Relevant Demand for DSPs;

avoiding the risk of Market Participants losing more than 100% of the DSP Reserve Capacity
Security in specific circumstance; and

bringing forward the policy decision from the Reserve Capacity Mechanism Review to remove
the concept of Non-Temperature Dependent Load (NTDL) by applying the same Ratio to the
NTDLs and Temperature Dependent Loads.

A Transformation Design and Operation Working Group (TDOWG) meeting was held on
12 November 2025 to discuss the Tranche 9 Exposure Draft. Slides for that meeting are available
here.

Following the publication of the Essential System Services (ESS) Framework Review -
Consultation Paper, EPWA published for consultation an addendum with proposed ESM Amending

Rules to increase the Rate of Change of Frequency (RoCoF) Safe Limit from 0.25 Hz per 0.5
seconds to 0.75 Hz per second, to implement one of the proposed outcomes of the Review.

The proposed ESM Amending Rules to relax the RoCoF Safe Limit will reduce unnecessary
market intervention by the AEMO and the resulting energy uplift payments, thus reducing costs to
consumers. This change was included in the Electricity System and Market Amendment (Tranche
9) Rules 2025 to commence on 26 February 2026.

Stakeholder responses to these proposed Amending Rules are included in Table 2 below.

The Electricity System and Market Amendment (Tranche 9) Rules 2025, which have now been
made by the Minister for Energy, also include Amending Rules that were subject to separate public
consultation processes and therefore not included in the Tranche 9 Exposure Draft or addendum.
These included:
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¢ Amending Rules to implement the outcomes of the Market Advisory Committee Review; and

o Amending Rules relating to Distributed Energy Resources — Roles and Technical
Requirements.

Electricity System and Market Amendment (Tranche 9) Rules 2025

The Electricity System and Market Amendment (Tranche 9) Rules 2025 were approved by the
Minister for Energy on 19 December 2025 and a notice of their making was published in the
Government Gazette on 23 December 2025.

Responses to Submissions

EPWA considered all stakeholder feedback on the Tranche 9 Exposure Draft and addendum
before finalising the Amending Rules and has provided a response to the feedback in the table
below.
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Table 1: Issues raised in relation to high level concepts or policy intent

Submission Comment/lIssue Raised Energy Policy WA Response

DSP Load Association

Enel X Enel X agrees with the proposed amendments to the provisions addressing the allocation of EPWA notes the support.
Capacity Credits and associating sufficient loads.

Enel X considers that the provision allowing for an association start date of 1 December and
the introduction of the Peak Demand Side Programme (DSP) Association Refunds is an
appropriate mechanism to keep the market whole while supporting additional utilisation of
seasonal flexible demand resources.

Western The Tranche 9 amendments finalise the framework for DSP participation in the Reserve EPWA notes the support.
Power Capacity Mechanism (RCM), introducing clearer obligations for load association, metering and
performance verification. These reforms strengthen transparency and confidence in demand
response as a reliable capacity resource. Western Power supports the direction.

DSP Testing and refunds

Enel X Enel X agrees the proposed amendments to DSP testing provide a practical framework for EPWA notes the support.
flexibility demand participation.

Western The Tranche 9 amendments finalise the framework for DSP participation in the RCM, EPWA notes the support.
Power introducing clearer obligations for load association, metering and performance verification.
These reforms strengthen transparency and confidence in demand response as a reliable
capacity resource. Western Power supports the direction

DSP maintenance

Enel X Enel X endorses the proposal and considers the changes are adequate to provide a EPWA notes the support.
dependable baseline and adopt features common in DSPs in other capacity markets.
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Simcoa

Simcoa considers the proposed change is a constructive step to resolve the issue raised by
Synergy.

However, Simcoa considers the one-day notification period to be somewhat restrictive. While
Simcoa understands the intent to minimise administrative burden on AEMO, particularly where
numerous NDLs are involved, Simcoa recommends extending the notification period to three
Business Days. This would provide Market Participants with a more practical timeframe to
manage such requests.

The proposed change is a simple solution to
mitigate the unintended consequences while still
ensuring DSPs provide the value they are paid
for.

To minimise gaming opportunities, the
nomination to exclude a day from the Relevant
Demand must be provided within one day of the
excluded day and cannot be provided after the
DSP has already been informed about an
upcoming dispatch.

EPWA considers that extending the timeframe
by which the nomination must be provided
would increase gaming opportunities. Therefore,
EPWA has not changed the timeframe for the
nomination.

DSP Security

Enel X

Enel X agrees that EPWA'’s proposed amendments to DSP Security provisions support the
policy intent.

EPWA notes the support

NTDL/TDL Ratio
Proposal to bring forward the policy decision from the RCM Review to remove the concept of Non-Temperature Dependent Loads (NTDLs) by making the NTDL
ratio equal to the Temperature Dependent Loads (TDLSs) ratio.

Alinta Atlanta supports the proposal to bring forward the policy decision from the RCM Review to

Energy remove the concept of NTDLs by making the NTDL ratio equal to the TDLs ratio. Alinta support

(Alinta) the proposed amendments scheduled to commence 1 March 2026 as it will mitigate the current
situation where NTDLs are paying more for reserve capacity than TDLs.

AEMO The proposed changes to the NTDLs Ratio in Schedule 1A of the Addendum are scheduled to

commence on 1 March 2026. Participants at the TDOWG on 12 November 2025 requested
guidance from AEMO on the cost to implement the changes (to enable an assessment of the
overall benefit to Market Participants). As noted at the meeting, AEMO is unable to commit to
costs at this early stage. However, based on a preliminary assessment of the impact to
AEMO'’s systems and processes the implementation effort is estimated to be around one

Stakeholder feedback on this proposal was split.
Some stakeholders also noted that the change
would increase the implementation costs for the
relevant permanent change made as a result of
the RCM Review.

Therefore, EPWA will not bring the
implementation of this decision forward and did
not include the change in the Tranche 9
Amending Rules, which were submitted to the
Minister for approval.
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month and would also require some re-prioritisation of AEMQ’s existing reform delivery.
Additional implementation effort would then be required to rework the same changes as part of
the full suite of Appendix 5 amendments due to commence with Schedule 4 on 1 October

2027.
Change Change Energy supports the bringing forward of the previous policy decision to remove the
Energy concept of NTDL from the ESM Rules. Change Energy considers the administrative cost of

bringing the change forward to 1 March 2026 to be immaterial when compared to the overall
costs to administer the WEM. Additionally, having this change in place in time for the October
2026 Capacity Year will provide a small benefit to most customers that are already
experiencing an almost 100% increases to the electricity costs.

Shell Energy | Shell questions the need for this amendment to be brought forward when the ratios are

(Shell) currently very similar, and the proposal for NTDL and TDL to be equal means there is limited
impact relative to the costs incurred by Market Participants for fast tracking a rule change, and
considering these changes are being packaged together with several other schedules of RCM
amendments that require implementation in 2027. Waiting until the planned implementation
date of 1 October 2027 avoids additional costs associated with early unscheduled system and
process changes, and we are concerned that accelerating policy reform would impose further
unnecessary financial burden on Market Participants.

Simcoa Simcoa does not support bringing forward the removal of the concept of NTDLs.

Water The Water Corporation does not support bringing forward the removal of the concept of
Corporation | NTDLs.

Meter Data Submission
Proposed changes to the ESM Rules to introduce a new framework that will prevent a situation in which meter data is used in the final settlement adjustment
without the opportunity for a Market Participant to disagree with the meter data.

AEMO The proposed changes in Schedule 5 seek to provide a more effective mechanism for Market While the rest of the stakeholders supported the
Participants to disagree with meter data changes affecting settlement, and do not currently proposed changes, Western Power and AEMO
have a commencement date. AEMO notes that disagreement requests will be actioned directly | raised concerns in their submissions that the
with Western Power instead of going through AEMO (as occurs under the existing process). proposed changes are complex and costly to
AEMO supports the intent of these provisions and will work with Western Power to determine implement and require further consultation to
the relevant system and process updates prior to committing to implementation timeframes.
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Alinta

Alinta supports the proposed changes to the ESM Rules to introduce a new framework that will
prevent a situation in which meter data is used in the final settlement adjustment without the
opportunity for a Market Participant to disagree with the meter data.

Given the importance of this change and the absence of an intended commencement date,
Alinta request that implementation be scheduled for early 2026. While Alinta appreciate the
work required by Western Power and AEMO to operationalise this change Alinta propose that
the relevant Amending Rules should be affected as part of:

e Schedule 1 on 1 January 2026; or
e Schedule 1A on 1 March 2026.

Change
Energy

Change Energy fully supports the changes introduced in Clause 8.6 for the reasons set out in
the MAC 2025 10_16 Papers and subsequent discussions at the MAC meeting on 16 October
2025. Meter data provides the foundation for the entire market. All participants, especially
customers need to be assured that meter data is accurate and provided in a timely manner.

Expert
Consumer
Panel
(ECP)

As representatives of household and small business consumers, the ECP are strongly in
support of the proposed change to strengthen the adjustment and dispute resolution process
for meter data anomalies.

While the ECP appreciates that the issue identified by Change Energy (and impacting others)
is linked to a major change in the settlement process (i.e., transition from 30 min to 5 min
settlement), the ongoing evolution and complexity of the market means that it is possible that
other metering anomalies will arise in the future.

It is critical therefore that the rules framework provides Western Power and market participants
with the ability to identify and correct errors in an efficient and orderly way. The proposals to
adjust the current rules, to introduce a new deadline for Western Power to adjust meter data,
notify customers of any adjustments made after the relevant settlement adjustment data to
ensure disputes have been actioned, and for parties to be able to engage directly with Western
Power about meter data disagreements, are sensible, and should not be burdensome for
Western Power.

Western
Power

Western Power considers that adopting these proposed changes creates overlap and potential
conflict with the Metering Code, which already requires the Network Operator to provide
replacement or corrected data to Users and AEMO within defined timeframes and to minimise
settlement adjustments.

ensure the least cost solution will be
implemented.

Western Power noted that the system changes
needed to implement the new two deadlines for
providing meter data updates to AEMO will take
12 to 18 months to implement from the start of
implementation.

EPWA has consulted with Western Power to
identify the interim changes that can be made in
a relatively short timeframe.

Based on these discussions, EPWA has only
included the introduction of a requirement for
Western Power to notify Market Participants
about meter data updates provided after
Settlement Adjustment 2 in Schedule 5 of the
Tranche 9 Amending Rules. Schedule 5 is due
to commence on 1 May 2026.

EPWA will further consult on the remaining
changes in 2026 as part of the development of
the Tranche 10 Amending Rules.
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Proceeding with the proposed amendments now would require material system and process
redesign across Western Power and AEMO (this potentially will require Meter Data
Management System updates — e.g., flags and reason codes, case-tracking workflows,
submission validation logic, audit/reporting, and participant communications).

The overall cost for these changes can be considerable and could take up to ~12-18 months to
resolve.

Western Power later clarified in consultation with EPWA that the 12-18 month implementation
time had been quoted form the commencement of implementation and that Western power
would not be able to commence implementation in this Financial Year.

Peak IRCR calculation (remove zero floor)

Change Change Energy supports the proposed changes to Clause 10 in Appendix 5. Allowing a EPWA notes the support.
Energy negative energy value for an interval meter will incentivise end users to support the grid in
times of stress. Additionally, this may result in Western Power calling for less NCESS services
in localised areas. Finally, this change will mean consistent treatment between interval meters
and the notional meter.

DER in DSPs
Western The Tranche 9 amendments finalise the framework for DSP participation in the RCM, EPWA notes the response.
Power introducing clearer obligations for load association, metering and performance verification.

These reforms strengthen transparency and confidence in demand response as a reliable
capacity resource.

Western Power supports the direction of these changes, particularly the new requirements for
interval metering of non-contestable DSP loads and formal notification to the Network
Operator.

Implementation will depend on complementary amendments to the Electricity Industry
(Metering) Code 2012 (Metering Code), and Western Power looks forward to working with
EPWA, AEMO and Synergy to understand what changes to systems, data processes and
standing-data are needed to be completed ahead of commencement.

NCESS
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I ———————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————
Energy Policy WA Response

Western
Power

Western Power supports the proposed amendments to Chapters 3.11A and 3.11B that clarify
the drivers for locational needs in the South West Interconnected System (SWIS) and provide
clearer pathways for procuring non-network solutions where existing market mechanisms are
insufficient. Western Power also support the amended timing in clause 3.11B.4 (“within 20
business days, or as reasonably agreed with the Coordinator”) for assessing expressions of
interest, as this offers flexibility to respond more quickly to urgent issues while allowing short
extensions where market engagement indicates a more complex specification.

While Western Power recognise the value of the proposed alignment of NCESS decisions with
the State Electricity Objective (SEOQ), its broad and multi-faceted nature means that using it to
guide uplift-based triggers would benefit from further development of clear, objective criteria
and governance safeguards.

Given the potential cost implications of NCESS procurement, Western Power recommend that
this aspect of the trigger be deferred and further refined through future policy work on NCESS
governance and assessment methodology, rather than being fully embedded at this stage.
Subject to this targeted refinement, the Tranche 9 NCESS provisions make the process for
triggering and procuring NCESS clearer and more workable, support timely decision-making,
and remain consistent with the broader intent of the NCESS Framework Review.

In response to Western Power’s request to defer
the commencement of clause 3.11A.2(a), EPWA
has deferred the commencement to 1 July 2026.

Table 2:

Submission

Schedule 1

Issues raised in relation to specific clauses

Clause # Comment/lssue Raised

Energy Policy WA Response

AEMO

1.63.10

AEMO suggests deleting the word “then” immediately before
the words “in respect of the 2027”.

EPWA does not agree with the proposed change. The Reserve
Capacity Prices in the clause are identified in terms of the
2025 Reserve Capacity Cycle, not the 2027 Capacity Year.

AEMO

1.63.10(f)

AEMO suggests adding the word “and” to the end of this sub-
clause, consistent with the conventions under the ESM
Rules. AEMO notes that this should be removed again in
Schedule 4.

Noted and amended. EPWA notes that clause 1.63.10(f) will
be replaced on 1 October 2027 by Schedule 4 of the
Wholesale Electricity Market Amendment (RCM Reviews
Sequencing) Rules 2025, making the proposed Schedule 4
change unnecessary.




Submission Clause #

Comment/Issue Raised

Energy Policy WA Response

AEMO 1.67.1 AEMO recommends updating “WEM Rules” to “ESM Rules”. | Noted and amended.

AEMO 1.67.2 AEMO recommends updating “Demand side Programme” to | Noted and amended.
“Demand Side Programme”.

AEMO 1.67.3 AEMO recommends updating “Post-Amending Rules” to Noted and amended.
“Post-Amended Rules”, consistent with the definition in
clause 1.67.1.

AEMO 1.71.1 AEMO recommends updating “WEM Rules” to “ESM Rules”. | Proposed section 1.71 has been removed to reflect the
removal of the proposed Amending Rules in Schedule 1A of
the Tranche 9 exposure draft addendum.

AEMO 1.71.2 AEMO recommends updating “Requirment” to “Requirement” | Proposed section 1.71 has been removed to reflect the

and “Post-Amending Rules” to “Post-Amended Rules”. removal of the proposed Amending Rules in Schedule 1A of
the Tranche 9 exposure draft addendum.

AEMO 1.711 If Schedule 1A does not proceed these rules will need to be | Proposed section 1.71 has been removed to reflect the

1.71.2 removed from the gazettal document. removal of the proposed Amending Rules in Schedule 1A of
the Tranche 9 exposure draft addendum.

AEMO Section 2.29 AEMO generally supports the proposed changes to section EPWA notes the support.

2.29 in Schedule 1 around the association of Non-
Dispatchable Loads with DSPs and Interruptible Loads and
notes the benefits that will be provided from systemisation.
This extends to the additional changes highlighted in
Schedule 1 in the Addendum, which have addressed prior
concerns.

AEMO 2.29.5AB AEMO suggests replacing the word “was” with the word “is” EPWA does not agree with the proposed change.

immediately after the words “Market Participant who” in this
clause.
AEMO 2.29.5AB(a)(i) AEMO recommends replacing the word “allocated” with the EPWA does not agree with the proposed change.

word “apportioned”, consistent with clause 4.20.16B.
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Clause #

Comment/Issue Raised

Energy Policy WA Response

AEMO 2.29.5AB(a)(ii) AEMO recommends adding the words “in accordance with Noted and amended.
clause 2.29.5B, apply to” at the beginning of this sub-clause.
AEMO 2.29.5AB(a)(ii) Further, AEMO recommends replacing the word “allocated” EPWA does not agree with the proposed change.
with the word “apportioned”, consistent with clause 4.20.16B.
AEMO 2.29.5AB(a)(ii)(2) | The defined term “Injection” relates only to Registered The definition of Injection has been amended to account for
and 2.29.5AB(b)(ii) | Facilities. As an Associated Load or Non-Dispatchable Load | Non-Dispatchable Loads.
is not a Registered Facility, an alternative term should be
used in these sub-clauses, or the definition of Injection
amended.
AEMO 2.29.5AB(a)(ii)(2) | Further, AEMO suggests placing a comma after the words Noted and amended.
and 2.29.5AB(b)(ii) “for the Associated Loads” in these sub-clauses.
AEMO 2.29.5AC AEMO recommends replacing the word “may” with the word | Noted and amended.
“must” under this obligation, consistent with the intention of
the clause. Further, AEMO considers it may also be
beneficial for the words “Subject to clause 2.29.5AD” to be
included at the commencement of the clause.
AEMO 2.29.5AD Clause 2.29.5AD allows for the Market Participant to Clause 2.29.5AD has been further amended to clarify the

maintain the association of a Non-Dispatchable Load with a
DSP in the event that the Network Operator changes the

Transmission Node Identifier (TNI) during the Capacity Year.

However, a Market Participant must apply to associate the
DSP with a Non-Dispatchable Load by 30 June (clause
2.29.5AB(b)) for the Capacity Year commencing on 1
October.

If a Network Operator changes the TNI between 1 July and
30 September of that year, the drafting of clause 2.29.5AD
would only apply until 30 September, rather than for the
applicable Capacity Year. AEMO recommends amending
clause 2.29.5AD to address this matter.

intent of the clause and address the concern raised by AEMO.
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Comment/Issue Raised

Energy Policy WA Response

AEMO 2.29.5AM(b) and AEMO is unclear on the identity of the abbreviation SCCL in | Clauses 2.29.5AM(b) and 2.29.5AN(b) have been amended tp
2.29.5AN(b) these sub-clauses. AEMO also notes that the intent of the replace the variable name “SCCL” with “AssocLoadCapacity”.
abbreviation SCCL is identical to the abbreviation CCTCICL EPWA has used “AssocLoadCapacity” in preference to
in sub-clause 4.26.1AC(b). “TotalAssoclLoads” to emphasise that the value relates to the
Consistent with AEMO’s comments on clause 4.26.1AC(b) | contracted capacity of the Associated Loads.
below, AEMO recommends the amending these references
to TotalAssocLoads(f).
AEMO 2.29.5A0 Amend the drafting to explicitly capture instances in which a | No change has been made. EPWA considers that there may
Market Participant provides a TNI in its application for be a need for a broader clarification in the ESM Rules that
Certified Reserve Capacity (CRC), and then seeks to change | Standing Data must be consistent with certification and
the TNI to one that is published on AEMO’s list under clause | Frequency Co-optimised Essential System Services
4.3.1(b) for the relevant Capacity Year. As currently drafted Accreditation Parameters.
e cla.use may capture an eX|-s.t|ng. DEIFULES ha§ U However, EPWA also considers that any Amending Rules to
Standing Data, but seeks certification under a different TNI, . . . . : :
. . . . this effect require careful consideration and public consultation
where that TNI is on the published list. In this instance, the . . . .
. . to avoid unintended consequences. EPWA will work with
DSPs TNI would be expected to change in Standing Data to : . .
. . AEMO in 2026 to develop suitable Amending Rules for
a TNI on the published list. .
consultation.
AEMO recommends redrafting the clause to: “2.29.5A0. A
Market Participant must not change the TNI provided for a
DSP under clause 4.10.1(f)(viii) to a Transmission Node
published by AEMO under clause 4.3.1(n) for the relevant
Capacity Year.”
AEMO 2.29.5B(a) and With a potential significant increase in applications under Clause 2.29.5B(a) has been amended to replace “evidence

2.29.58(f)

clause 2.29.5B (including for non-contestable premises
where verification is more challenging) AEMO considers that
it cannot practically review all contracts, or verify evidence
that that each non-contestable customer has an Interval
Meter installed, without significant increases in resourcing
requirements and/or breaching timing obligations under
clause 2.29.5B of the ESM Rules.

Noting that clause 2.29.5AL already places an obligation on
the Market Participant to ensure compliance with the
Metering Code, AEMO requests that the words “evidence

satisfactory to AEMO” with “details acceptable to AEMO
together with supporting evidence”. Clause 2.29.5B(f) has
been amended to replace “evidence” with “details acceptable
to AEMO together with supporting evidence”.




Submission Clause #

Comment/Issue Raised

satisfactory” are replaced with the words “details acceptable
to” (consistent with clause 4.10.1(e)(v)(2)). This will reduce
the burden on AEMO when verifying this information, thereby
minimising timing and cost implications.

Energy Policy WA Response

AEMO

2.29.5B(f)

AEMO recommends that the word “associated” under clause
2.29.5B(f) is replaced with alternative language to avoid
confusion with the association of Non-Dispatchable Loads
with DSPs under this and adjacent rules.

EPWA does not consider that the proposed change is
required.

AEMO

2.29.5B(f) and
2.29.5HA

Consistent with AEMQO’s submission to the DER Exposure
Draft, the term ‘non-contestable’ customer is used throughout
the DER and Tranche 9 Amending Rules. It is not defined in
the glossary, but rather states “as defined in the Metering
Code” in each instance it is used. This method is inconsistent
with how other terms are defined in the ESM Rules and
creates the potential for mis-reading the subject that is
specified to be defined in the Metering Code (e.g. in some
instances, it could be mis-read to apply to other terms in the
clause).

Given the contents of the Metering Code will form part of the
ESM Rules in time, AEMO recommends defining Non-
Contestable Customer in the glossary and removing
references to the Metering Code within the relevant clauses.

A new defined term “Non-Contestable Customer” has been
added to the Glossary and the relevant new and existing
clauses amended to use the defined term.

AEMO

2.29.5D

It should be noted that reviewing and processing applications
for associating Non-Dispatchable Loads with a DSP will
potentially be resource intensive for AEMO. If there are large
volumes of applications there will likely be cost implications
(which would ultimately be passed on to the market), and it
may be difficult for AEMO to meet the ten Business Day
notification requirement in new clause 2.29.5D.

EPWA notes that the timeframe for processing load
association requests was not part of the rule change and
therefore not part of the consultation.

The changes had been developed in consultation with AEMO
before they were consulted on with stakeholders.

EPWA considers that the timeframe to process load
association requests cannot be extended without consulting
with stakeholders as this will affect their business model.
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Comment/Issue Raised

Energy Policy WA Response

EPWA will monitor the volumes of load association requests
and review this process if needed.

AEMO

2.29.5E(a)

The word “evidence” to be replaced with the words “details or
information” in this sub-clause. The addition of the word
“‘information” links to the language used in clause 2.29.5C
referenced in this clause.

Clause 2.29.5E(a) has been amended to replace “evidence”
with “information”.

AEMO

2.29.5E(b)

Clause 2.29.5E(b) is not required and should be deleted
because clause 2.29.5B(f) requires the Market Participant to
provide evidence satisfactory (or “details acceptable to”, as
recommended above) to AEMO that an Interval Meter has
been installed. If this evidence is not satisfactory, the
application is not accepted as is it not considered a valid
application.

Should removal of the sub-clause not be enacted, AEMO
notes that as a separate entity to Western Power, it cannot
practically verify compliance with the Metering Code and
would rely on information provided by the Market Participant
or Western Power to signal compliance. Similar to AEMO’s
comments on clause 2.29.5B(f), obtaining and verifying such
information is also expected to be excessively time-
consuming, and therefore costly to implement. This will be
exacerbated if substantial volumes of applications for
residential premises are realised, noting that the National
Meter Identifier will not already exist within AEMO’s systems
(signalling an Interval Meter exists).

Clause 2.29.5E(b) has been set to “[Blank]".

AEMO

2.29.5E(f)(ii)(2)

AEMO suggests removing the word “or” from the end of this
sub-clause as it does not align with the conventions of the
ESM Rules.

Noted and amended.

AEMO

2.33.1(b)

AEMO suggests including the words “notification of” at the
commencement of this sub-clause.

EPWA does not consider the proposed change is required.
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Clause #

Comment/Issue Raised

Western
Power

Chapters 3.11A
and 3.11B

Western Power supports the proposed amendments to
Chapters 3.11A and 3.11B that clarify the drivers for
locational needs in the SWIS and provide clearer pathways
for procuring non-network solutions where existing market
mechanisms are insufficient. Western Power supports the
amended timing in clause 3.11B.4.

Western Power considers that the Tranche 9 NCESS
provisions make the process for triggering and procuring
NCESS clearer and more workable, support timely decision-
making, and remain consistent with the broader intent of the
NCESS Framework Review.

In relation to clause 3.11A.2(a), Western Power notes that
the proposed drafting retains the role of Energy Uplift
Payments as a key indicator but introduces the SEO as an
additional consideration in determining whether those
payments warrant investigation of an NCESS. While Western
Power recognises the value of aligning NCESS decisions
with the SEO, its broad and multi-faceted nature means that
using it to guide uplift-based triggers would benefit from
further development of clear, objective criteria and
governance safeguards. Given the potential cost implications
of NCESS procurement, Western Power recommends that
this aspect of the trigger be deferred and further refined
through future policy work on NCESS governance and
assessment methodology, rather than being fully embedded
at this stage.

Energy Policy WA Response

EPWA notes the request from Western Power to defer the
commencement of clause 3.11A.2(a) and has deferred the
commencement to 1 July 2026.

AEMO

3.11A.2(a)

AEMO requests this sub-clause is amended to clarify the
time period over which this the assessment is to apply.

AEMO suggests replacing the words “because of” with “due
to” in this sub-clause and removing the comma after the word
“level” in this sub-clause.

EPWA has not included the time period in 3.11A.2(a) because
this clause applies to both forecasted and actual values and,
therefore, prescribing a time period would be complex and
requires further discussion. AEMO’s additional proposed
changes have been made.




Submission Clause #

AEMO

3.11A.2(b)

Comment/Issue Raised

AEMO suggests adding the words “number of” after the word
“actual” in this sub-clause to improve clarity.

Energy Policy WA Response

Noted and amended.

AEMO

3.11A.2(d)

AEMO recommends adding the words “has been identified”
after the words “non-network solution” in this sub-clause to
correct a typographical error.

Further, AEMO recommends inserting a comma after the
words “planning cycle” in this sub-clause.

Noted and amended.

AEMO

3.18G.2

AEMO recommends adding the word “the” before the words
“Economic Regulation Authority” in this sub-clause,
consistent with other references in the ESM Rules.

Noted and amended.

AEMO

3.18G.2(c)

AEMO notes that there is a superfluous space after the word
“Proposals” in this sub-clause.

Noted and amended.

AEMO

4.4A.8

AEMO suggests adding the word “the” before the words
“date that the Reserve” in this sub-clause to correct a
typographical error.

Noted and amended.

AEMO

4.10.1B

While this clause is not subject to amendment under the
Exposure Draft, the clause relates to clause 2.29.5AB and is
therefore relevant to this submission.

While clause 4.10.1B refers to “a Demand Side Programme
with more than one Associated Load”, the association of the
load with the DSP occurs after the certification of Reserve
Capacity. As such, AEMO recommends amending these
words in clause 4.10.1B to “for a Demand Side Programme
for which it intends to have more than one Associated Load”.

Noted and amended.

AEMO

4.11.1)(ii)

Minimum Consumption levels for a DSP may be provided
under both clauses 2.29.5B(c) and 4.10.1(f)(i)(2), and may
be different values (note: clause 2.29.5B(c) is the current
consideration, and clause 4.10.1(f)(i)(2) is the expectation in
3 years, when Capacity Credits are expected to commence).

The reference to clause 2.29.5B(c) has been removed from
clause 4.11.1(j)(ii), because the appropriate value for the
relevant Reserve Capacity Cycle must always be provided

under clause 4.10.1(f)(i)(2) (since no Standing Data alternative

is available)
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Comment/Issue Raised

As such, AEMO seeks an adjustment to the sub-clause to
clarify the priority order to be used in these circumstances.

Energy Policy WA Response

AEMO 4.11.1B(a) AEMO recommends defining Significant Maintenance in the | EPWA does not agree with the proposed change.
Glossary to avoid ambiguity. Suggested definition:
“Significant Maintenance: maintenance that reasonably
requires the Forced Outage of a Facility to maintain its
operation in accordance with the ESM Rules, for which the
relevant Rule Participant could not reasonably anticipate or
prepare.”

AEMO 4.11.4A AEMO seeks clarification on the Capability Class to assign Clause 4.11.4A has been amended to clarify the assignment
under this clause in instances where there is no single rules when multiple Facility Technology Types have the equal
Technology Type with the highest Peak Certified Reserve highest Peak Certified Reserve Capacity. In these situations,
Capacity value (e.g. where the values are equal). the preference order for selecting from the tied candidate
AEMO suggests replacing the words “is assigning” with Capablllty Classes will be Capablllty Class 3, then Capablllty
“assigns” in this sub-clause. Class 1, then Capability Class 2.

The clause has also been amended to replace the words “is
assigning” with “assigns”.
AEMO 4.13A.5A and To improve clarity, AEMO suggests including the word “and” | Clause 4.13A.5A has been amended to include each of the
4.13A.5A(a) after the words “clause 4.10.1B” of clause 4.13A.5A. three conditions specified in the clause as a separate sub-

Following, the word “that” should be removed from the clause, and to include the word “that” in the final paragraph as
beginning of sub-clause 4.13A.5A(a). suggested by AEMO.
Further, AEMO recommends adding the word “that” after the
words “Demand Side Programmes” in the final paragraph of
the clause.

AEMO 4.13A.5B(b) To improve clarity, AEMO recommends replacing the words | EPWA notes inconsistent terminology exists throughout the

“draw down on” with the words “draw upon the”.

ESM Rules, e.g. “draw upon”, “draw on” and “draw down on”.
Due to time constraints, no changes have been included in
Tranche 9. However, EPWA intends to review and reconcile
the relevant provisions and the defined term “Draw Upon” in a
future tranche of Amending Rules.
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AEMO

4.13A.5B(e)
4.13A.5B(f)

Comment/Issue Raised

AEMO recommends updating “allocated” to “apportioned”
consistent with clause 4.20.16B. This change would also
apply to drafting in Schedule 3 of the Addendum.

Energy Policy WA Response
EPWA does not agree with the proposed change.

AEMO

4.13A.15A(b)

The sub-clause references clause “2.29.5AF” twice. AEMO
recommends updating the second instance to “2.29.5AN”.
AEMO notes that this error has been fixed in Schedule 3 of
the Addendum, but not in Schedule 1.

Noted and amended.

AEMO

4.13A.16

AEMO recommends the following drafting to simplify and
improve clarity:

“The payment obligations under clauses 4.13A.15 or
4.13A.15A may be satisfied by AEMO drawing upon the DSP
Reserve Capacity Security for the relevant registered
Demand Side Programme, or the single DSP Reserve
Capacity Security that AEMO holds under clause 4.13A.5A in
accordance with clause 4.13A.5B.”

Please note, that AEMO has recommended subsequent
changes to this clause for Schedule 3 in the above table
above, for application from 1 October 2026.

Noted and amended.

AEMO

4.13A.16B

To improve clarity, AEMO recommends replacing the words
“draw down” with the words “draw upon” in both instances in
this sub-clause.

Please refer to EPWA’s response to AEMO’s comment
concerning clause 4.13A.5B(b).

AEMO

4.13A.16B

Further, to improve clarity and consistency, AEMO
recommends replacing the word “allocated” to “apportioned”
in this clause.

EPWA does not agree with the proposed change.

AEMO

4.13A.16B

AEMO recommends updating “apportioned to that DSP” to
“apportioned to that Demand Side Programme”.

EPWA agrees with the proposed change, but due to an
oversight has not included it in the Tranche 9 Amending Rules.
EPWA will include the change in the next tranche of Amending
Rules.
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Comment/Issue Raised

Energy Policy WA Response

AEMO 7.4.52 To improve clarity, AEMO suggests replacing the words The clause has been further amended to replace the words
“provide energy” with “Inject or Withdraw”, in this clause. “provide energy or an Essential System Service” with “to Inject,
Withdraw or provide an Essential System Service”.
AEMO 8.2.1and 1.4.1(i) | While AEMO agrees with the change in terminology used in | Clause 1.4.1(i) has been amended to include references to
this clause, we recommend amending clause 1.4.1(i) to both sections and appendices.
include sections (in addition to clauses).
AEMO 9.21.2 Regulation 45 of the ESM Regulations may be somewhat EPWA notes that regulation 45 only applies to civil penalties

unclear in its application to civil penalty provisions. If the Rule
Participant pays the Civil Penalty Amount and is also
disputing the civil penalty through the Electricity Review
Board, AEMO would be required to distribute the payment to
the relevant Market Participants under clause 9.21.2, and
then recover those values to reimburse the Market
Participant in the event that the dispute was successful. This
would be inefficient and may have other impacts on Market
Participants. AEMO considers that this would also complicate
the payment of interest (e.g. it is unclear whether AEMO
should recover the values with interest).

It may be better to allow AEMO to hold the funds for the
duration of the appeal window (28 days), and then either
distribute the values if no appeal is made or continue to hold
the value until any appeal has concluded.

In the absence of a change to this clause, to reduce this risk
AEMO can consider (subject to legal advice) the potential to
amend its Settlements Procedure to allow for consultation
with the Market Participant following the payment of a Civil
Penalty Amount, to confirm that a dispute is not intended. In
the event that the Market Participant intends to dispute
following payment, AEMO can then consider holding the
payment until a determination is made.

imposed by the ERA under regulation 31(1). The Electricity
Review Board’s decisions to impose civil penalties are not
listed as ‘reviewable decisions’ in Schedule 2 of the ESM
Regulations.

Under regulation 31(5)(h), a participant issued with a civil
penalty notice by the ERA must, within 28 days, either pay the
amount to AEMO or apply to the Electricity Review Board for a
review of the decision. EPWA considers it extremely unlikely
that a participant faced with this choice would take both
actions.

Additionally, EPWA does not consider it would be appropriate
for AEMO to delay distribution of a Civil Penalty Amount
demanded by the Electricity Review Board on the basis that
the Electricity Review Board’s decision might be reversed at a
later date.

Schedule 1A
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Clause #

Comment/Issue Raised

Energy Policy WA Response

AEMO Appendix 5 AEMO notes changes under Schedule 1A of the Addendum | The proposed Amending Rules in Schedule 1A of the Tranche
present implementation challenges if implemented on 1 9 addendum have been removed.
March 2026.
Schedule 2
AEMO Appendix 9 step As AEMO is only using meter data in this step, and therefore | Step B.9.1(e)(ii) has been amended to account for the potential
B.9.1(e)(ii) won't have full Historical Output data for all Candidates, we unavailability of Historical Output for a Candidate for the full
won't be able to calculate the Facility Average Performance | ELCC Reference Period at the time of publication.
Level for all the Candidates in Commercial Operation. AEMO
suggests deleting the publication requirement in this Step
and retaining the requirement in Step B.9.2(e)(iii), so AEMO
can publish Facility Average Performance Level for all
Candidates at the same time.
Schedule 2A
No specific issues raised
Schedule 3
AEMO 2.29.5AG AEMO recommends removing the comma after the word The comma after the word “may” has been removed. There is
“‘may” and adding a full stop to the end of this clause. already a full stop at the end of this clause.
AEMO 2.29.5AH(b) AEMO notes that the clause implies approval will always be | Noted and amended.
granted, which may not be the case. AEMO recommends
including the words “Subject to clause 2.29.5Al” at the
commencement of the sub-clause.
AEMO 2.29.5AH(b)(i); AEMO recommends amending 2.29.5AH(b)(i) to remove the | EPWA and AEMO have discussed this matter following the
2.29.5AH(b)(i)(2) | words “the later of”, and following, to add the words “if no consultation period and agreed that no change is required.

nomination is made under clause 2.29.5AH(b)(i)(1),” to the
beginning of clause 2.29.5AH(b)(i)(2).

This amendment will resolve a potential issue whereby a
Market Participant nominates a date under clause
2.29.5AH(b)(i)(1) that is prior to date under clause
2.29.5AH(b)(i)(2), but because that date nominated is not the




Submission Clause #

Comment/Issue Raised

later of the two, AEMO would have to apply the date under
clause 2.29.5AH(b)(i)(2).

Energy Policy WA Response

AEMO

2.29.5AH

AEMO recommends a full stop be inserted after the clause,
consistent with conventions in the ESM Rules.

The clause number is already followed by a full stop.

AEMO

2.29.5AH(b)(ii)

AEMO recommends updating “Business day” to “Business
Day” and “Participant” to “Market Participant”, and replacing
the full stop at the end of the sub-clause that was removed in
the Addendum.

The clause has been amended to use “Business Day” and
“Market Participant”. The clause already ends with a full stop.

AEMO

4 13A.5A and
4.13A.5A(a)

AEMO notes its comments in Schedule 1 regarding these
clauses also apply to this schedule.

Please refer to the response to AEMO’s comments on these
clauses for Schedule 1.

AEMO

4.13A.15

The defined term “Injection” relates only to Registered
Facilities. As an Associated Load is not a Registered Facility,
an alternative term should be used in this clause, or the
definition of Injection amended.

The definition of Injection has been amended to account for
Non-Dispatchable Loads.

AEMO

4.13A.15

Further AEMO recommends updating “allocated” to
“apportioned”, consistent with clause 4.20.16B.

EPWA does not agree with the proposed change.

AEMO

4.13A.16A.

Including reference to clause

CD in clause 4.13A.16 would necessitate updating clause
4.13A.16A to:

“4.13A.16A. AEMO must pay the amount claimed under
clauses 4.13A.15, 4.13A.15A, 4.13A.16 or 4.25.4CD, as
compensation, to Market Participants in proportion to their
IRCRs during the relevant Trading Day in accordance with
Chapter 9.”

Noted and amended.

AEMO

4.13A.16 and
4.25.4CE

AEMO is not able to readily implement the requirements in
clause 4.25.4CE and understands that EPWA intends to
remove this clause.

Noted and amended.
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Comment/Issue Raised

AEMO considers that implementing the payment obligation
under new clause 4.25.4CD is best done by amending
clause 4.13A.16, which is consistent with other payment
obligations.

Consequently, Suggested drafting to commence 1 October
2026: “The payment obligations under clauses 4.13A.15,
4.13A.15A or 4.25.4CD may be satisfied by AEMO drawing
upon the DSP Reserve Capacity Security for the relevant
registered Demand Side Programme, or the single DSP
Reserve Capacity Security that AEMO holds under clause
4.13A.5A in accordance with clause 4.13A.5B.”

Energy Policy WA Response

AEMO

4.25.2B(d)(i) and
4.25.2B(d)(ii)

Recommends amending to refer to the “immediately
preceding period”, consistent with clause 4.25.2B.

Noted and amended.

AEMO

4.25.4

AEMO requests replacing the words “from the second
Trading Day following the Scheduling Day on which AEMO
determines that the second Reserve Capacity Test was
failed” with “from the second Trading Day after the second
Reserve Capacity Test was failed:” to align with the
functionality of AEMQO’s systems, which automatically reduce
Capacity Credits under this clause two Trading Days after
the Reserve Capacity Test was failed, rather than from the
date AEMO determines as such.

EPWA and AEMO have discussed this matter following the
consultation period and agreed that no change is required.

AEMO

4.25.4

This clause starts with “If a Separately Certified Component
of a Facility fails a Reserve Capacity Test requested by
AEMO” which informs the context of the clause. Therefore,
AEMO considers that subsequent references should be to
“the Separately Certified Component”, rather than “that
Separately Certified Component of the Facility”.

Noted and amended.

AEMO

4.25.4CC(b)

AEMO suggests using “TDCY” in this sub-clause and prior
calculation as the acronym reflects the number of Trading
Days in the Capacity Year.

Noted and amended.
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AEMO

4.25.4CC(d)

Comment/Issue Raised

AEMO recommends deleting the words “by AEMO?” in this
sub-clause as the Peak Capacity Credits references are

assigned by the Market Participant under clause
2.29.5AB(a)(i).

Energy Policy WA Response

Noted and amended.

AEMO

4.24.3(c)(i)

AEMO has also identified a related issue with the use of
“current Capacity Year” in clause 4.24.3(c)(i), which could be
interpreted as either the year in which AEMO tenders for
Supplementary Capacity or the year in which AEMO requires
the Supplementary Capacity. Under the first interpretation
there is the potential for a DSP to cancel the association of a
Non-Dispatchable Load from its already certified DSP, and
offer that capacity as part of the Supplementary Capacity
process (provided the Market Participant did not hold
capacity in relation to the load in the immediately preceding
Capacity Year).

AEMO recommends updating clause 4.24.3(c)(i) to specify
that the Market Participant "does not hold Peak Capacity
Credits for the Capacity Year in which the Supplementary
Capacity is being sought, or the immediately preceding
Capacity Year."

No change has been made. EPWA considers that any
changes to clause 4.24.3(c)(i) require further consideration and
public consultation.

AEMO

4.25.4F and
4.24.3(c)(i)

Clause 4.24.3(c)(i) should prevent a Market Participant with a
Non-Dispatchable Load from applying for Supplementary
Capacity if that Market Participant held Capacity Credits in
relation to the load in the current or immediately preceding
Capacity Year. Notwithstanding, AEMO agrees that clause
4.25.4F is beneficial to provide clarity, but requests that the
clause is amended to capture any form of Capacity Credit
reduction (e.g. 2.29.5AE, and 2.29.5AM).

EPWA does not consider the proposed change is needed,
because the reductions contemplated under clauses 4.25.4F
and 4.24.3(c)(i) do not relate to specific Non-Dispatchable
Loads.

AEMO

4.25.9(b)

AEMO suggests including a new sub-clause to ensure
appropriate notification is given for Electric Storage
Resources. AEMO considers that a two-hour notice period
would allow for syncing and enabling wet compression.
AEMO proposes the following drafting:

EPWA notes that this is a new suggestion and considers the
proposed change should not be made without public
consultation.
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Comment/Issue Raised

“(bA) in the case of an Electric Storage Resource, ensure a
notification time of two hours prior to conducting a test;”

Energy Policy WA Response

AEMO 4.25.9(b) AEMO also recommends removing the word “it” after the Clause 4.25.9(b) has been amended to remove the
words “fuel that” to correct the typographical error in this sub- | superfluous word “it”. The Amending Rule has been included in
clause. Schedule 1 and will commence on 1 January 2026.

AEMO 4.26.1 AEMO recommends removing the full stop at the end of this | The list structure used in clause 4.26.1 (with each sub-clause
parent clause and replacing with a colon, consistent with the | being a separate paragraph, starting with a capital letter and
conventions of the ESM Rules. ending with a full stop) is only used occasionally but is still

considered consistent with the conventions of the ESM Rules.

AEMO 4.26.1(a) AEMO recommends removing the capitalisation from the The list structure used in clause 4.26.1 (with each sub-clause

4.26.1(b) commencement of these sub-clauses, consistent with the being a separate paragraph, starting with a capital letter and
4.26.1(c) conventions of the ESM Rules. ending with a full stop) is only used occasionally but is still
4.26.1(d) considered consistent with the conventions of the ESM Rules.
4.26.1(e)
4.26.1(f)
AEMO 4.26.1(a)(iii) and AEMO recommends removing the full stop at the end of The list structure used in clause 4.26.1 (with each sub-clause
4.26.1(b)(v)(3) these sub-clauses and replacing with a semi-colon, being a separate paragraph, starting with a capital letter and
consistent with the conventions of the ESM Rules. ending with a full stop) is only used occasionally but is still
considered consistent with the conventions of the ESM Rules.
AEMO 4.26.1(b)(v)(2) AEMO recommends removing the comma after “Trading Noted and amended.
Day” and updating “DSP” to “Demand Side Programme” to
align with the defined term.
AEMO 4.26.1(e)(iii)(1) and | Under the 1 October 2026 ESM Rules companion version, EPWA and AEMO have discussed this matter following the

4.26.1(e)(iii)(5)

the calculation under sub-clause 4.26.1(e)(iii)(1) includes
RD(f,t), described in sub-clause 4.26.1(e)(iii)(5). However,
Relevant Demand can only be determined for a DSP
Dispatch Event, and therefore the input RD(f,t) into clause
4.26.1(e)(iii)(1) is not possible to determine.

consultation period and agreed that no change is required.
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AEMO

4.26.1Aa)(ii)(5)(ii)

Comment/Issue Raised

The term Peak DSP Association Shortfall does not appear to
be defined in the ESM Rules companion version for 1
October 2026.

Energy Policy WA Response

A definition of “Peak DSP Association Shortfall” has been
added to the Glossary.

AEMO

4.26.1AA

To correct typographical errors and align with the relevant
defined terms, AEMO recommends:

e replacing the words “Trading Day Interval” with the words
“Trading Interval”;

e adding the word “DSP” before the words “Dispatch
Event”; and

e capitalising the word “interval” after the words “excluding
the first Trading”.

Further, to improve clarity, AEMO recommends replacing the
term “minimum” with “lesser”.

Clause 4.26.1AA has been amended to include AEMO’s
suggested changes except for the replacement of “minimum’
with “lesser”, which EPWA does not consider necessary.

AEMO

4.26.1AA(b)

AEMO recommends adding the words “for the Demand Side
Programme” before the words “for DSP Dispatch Event e” to
improve clarity.

Noted and amended.

AEMO

4.26.1AC(b)

AEMO recommends adding the words “in Trading Interval t”
at the end of this sub-clause, as Associated Loads can
change on a Trading Day boundary, in which case AEMO
would need to use the set of Associated Loads for the
Trading Day of the Trading Interval.

AEMO is unclear on the identity of the abbreviation CCTCICL
in this sub-clause. Consistent with AEMO’s feedback on
clauses 2.29.5AM(b) and 2.29.5AN(b) above, AEMO and
recommends amending this abbreviation to
TotalAssocLoads(f,t).

Clause 4.26.1AC has been amended to refer consistently to
the indexes f and t, and to replace the variable name
“CCTCICL” with “AssocLoadCapacity”, consistent with the
amendments to clauses 2.29.5AM and 2.29.5AN.

AEMO

4.26.1AF (now
4.26.1AD)

AEMO notes the definition of DSP Dispatch Event includes
both a test and dispatch. Therefore, AEMO recommends
removing the term “Reserve Capacity Test” from this clause.

Proposed clause 4.26.1AF has been renumbered to 4.26.1AD
because clauses 4.26.1AD and 4.26.1AE do not exist.

EPWA notes that a DSP Dispatch Event is defined as a set of
Trading Intervals during which a DSP is subject to a Reserve
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Comment/Issue Raised

Energy Policy WA Response

Capacity Test or a non-zero quantity Dispatch Instruction,
rather than the actual test or dispatch response. Clause
4.26.1AD has been amended to use the term consistently with
this definition.

AEMO 4.26.1AF(a) (now AEMO recommends replacing the word “every” with the word | Noted and amended.
4.26.1AD(a)) “each” in this sub-clause to improve clarity.
AEMO 4.26.2CA AEMO notes that this clause refers to clause 2.29.5AJ, which | Noted and amended.
has been removed in the Addendum.
AEMO 4.26.2CB AEMO notes that the practical effect of this clause is to Clause 4.26.2CE has been inserted to allow AEMO to produce
reintroduce Consumption Deviation Applications for DSPs. the requested WEM Procedure.
As such, AEMO recommends reintroducing a clause akin to
clause 4.26.2CE to oblige AEMO to produce a WEM
Procedure for the purposes of a request under new clause
4.26.2CB.
AEMO 4.26.2CB AEMO also recommends amending clause 4.26.2CC to allow | EPWA does not consider this change is necessary because
for AEMO to reject a request under clause 4.26.2CB. the clause already allows AEMO to reject requests made
under clause 4.26.2CB ifappropriate.
AEMO 4.26.2CB(b) AEMO recommends replacing the colon with a full stop at the | Noted and amended.
end of the sub-clause.
AEMO 4.26.2CC(a)(i) AEMO recommends changing “1” to “one”, consistent with The default convention for the ESM Rules is to use words for
conventions of ESM Rules. numbers between 1 and 10 and numerals for larger numbers.
However, an exception will be made if a clause contains a
mixture of numbers above and below 10, to ensure visual
consistency within the clause (e.g. to avoid expressions like
“from one to 127).
AEMO 4.26.2CC(a)(ii) AEMO recommends adding “or” after the semicolon in this Noted and amended.

sub-clause.
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Clause #

Comment/Issue Raised

Energy Policy WA Response

AEMO 4.26.2CC(a)(iii) This sub-clause has been misnumbered to be (ii). AEMO The clause has been renumbered to be 4.26.2CC(a)(iii). There
recommends renumbering the sub-clause to (iii). AEMO also | js no “a” before “AEMO” in the clause.
recommends deleting “a” before “AEMO”.
AEMO 4.26.2CC(a)(iii)(2) | AEMO recommends adding “and” after the semicolon in this | Clause 4.26.2CC(a)(iii)(2) has been amended to replace the
sub-clause. full stop at the end of the clause with “; and”.
AEMO 4.26.2D(a) AEMO recommends replacing the sub-clause with the more | Clause 4.26.2D(a) has been amended to use the defined term
concise words “if Demand Side Programme f was subjectto | “DSP Dispatch Event” consistently with its definition.
a DSP Dispatch Event in Trading Interval t”, noting that the
definition of DSP Dispatch Event includes both a Reserve
Capacity Test and dispatch.
AEMO 4.26.2D(a) Further, AEMO recommends replacing the work “restrict” Noted and amended.
with “amend” in subclause 4.26.2D(a)(ii) to be consistent with
the terminology used in clause 7.13.5.
AEMO Glossary AEMO notes that all WEM Procedure changes under Noted and amended.
Schedule 1 must be complete by 1 May 2026 (clause
1.70.2). As such, AEMO considers that the definition of
Financial Penalty can be removed in Schedule 3 of the
Amending Rules.
AEMO Glossary Definition of Peak DSP Event Shortfall: AEMO considers that | The definition has been amended to use the correct clause
the appropriate clause reference is “4.26.1AF”. reference (now 4.26.1AD).
Schedule 4
AEMO 1.63.10(e)(ixA) A definition of Flexible Reserve Capacity Deficit Refund does | Clause 1.63.10(e)(ixA) has been amended to use the correct

not appear to be defined in the companion version of the
ESM Rules for 1 October 2027. AEMO queries whether this
reference was intended to be Facility Reserve Capacity
Deficit Refund.

defined term “Flexible Facility Reserve Capacity Deficit
Refund”.




Submission Clause #

Comment/Issue Raised

Energy Policy WA Response

AEMO 1.63.10(f) AEMO the “and” recommended for inclusion as part of this The suggested amendment is not required because clause
submission under Schedule 1 should be removed under this | 1.63.10(f) will be replaced on 1 October 2027 by Schedule 4 of
Schedule 4 as additional clauses are added to the clause. the Wholesale Electricity Market Amendment (RCM Reviews
Sequencing) Rules 2025.
AEMO 4.13A.15A AEMO recommends updating “clauses 2.25.5AE, 2.29.5AF Schedule 4 has been amended to replace clause 4.13A.15A in
or 2.29.5AM” to “clauses 2.29.5AE, 2.29.5AF, 2.29.5AM or its entirety with the version of the clause to be implemented by
2.29.5AN" Schedule 1 on 1 January 2026.
AEMO 4.13A.15A(a) and | AEMO recommends removing the capitalisation from these | Schedule 4 has been amended to replace clause 4.13A.15A in
4.13A.15A(b) sub-clauses in Schedule 4, consistent with the convention of | its entirety with the version of the clause to be implemented by
the ESM Rules. Schedule 1 on 1 January 2026.
AEMO 4.13A.15A(a)(ii) AEMO recommends changing the comma at the end of sub- | Schedule 4 has been amended to replace clause 4.13A.15A in
clause 4.13A.15A(a)(ii) to “; and”. its entirety with the version of the clause to be implemented by
Schedule 1on 1 January 2026.
AEMO 4.28.4D AEMO understands EPWA's intention is to delete clause Clause 4.28.4D(c) has been amended to remove the reference
4.25.4CE under Schedule 3. While AEMO supports this to clause 4.25.4CE.
decision, we note that this would necessitate the removal of
this reference from clause 4.28.4D from 1 October 2027.
AEMO notes that Schedule 3 of the Addendum amends this
clause, with those amendments not being reflected in
Schedule 4, meaning that the deleted content under
Schedule 3 would be reinstated under Schedule 4.
AEMO 4.28.13 AEMO recommends replacing the words “TDL_Ratio” with Noted and amended.
the words “Total Ratio”, in this clause.
AEMO Appendix 5 AEMO notes that currently the Individual Reserve Capacity | EPWA and AEMO have discussed this matter following the

Requirement (IRCR) for an Associated Load is only
calculated in the Indicative Individual Reserve Capacity
Requirement run. However, the proposed change in
Schedule 4 of the Exposure Draft requires AEMO to
calculate the IRCRC for an Associated Load during every
IRCR run.

consultation period and agreed that no change is required.




Submission Clause #

Comment/Issue Raised

The IRCRC is required as an input to determine the CRC for
a DSP. Given the specific timing of that determination,
AEMO uses the IRCRC from the most recent month and
therefore the calculation in the Indicative Individual Reserve
Capacity Requirement should be retained to provide clarity
and to avoid system and process changes.

AEMO recommends removing the words “as input” from the
new Amending Rules under the second explanatory notes
box.

Energy Policy WA Response

AEMO Appendix 10 The definition of DSP Dispatch Event has been moved to the | The definition of DSP Dispatch Event has been removed from
glossary under Schedule 3. Therefore, AEMO recommends | Appendix 10 from 1 October 2026 under Schedule 3.
removing the definition from Appendix 10 in Schedule 4.

Schedule 5

AEMO 8.4.3 To improve clarity, AEMO recommends replacing the word Please refer to EPWA'’s response under the heading “Meter
“submitted” with the words “provided to AEMO?”, deleting the | Data Submission” in Table 1 of this document.
word “the” before the words “Settlement Adjustment Date 27,
and adding the word “each” before the words “Market
Participants”.

AEMO 8.6.1(c)(iii)(1) To correct typographical errors, AEMO recommends deleting | Please refer to EPWA's response under the heading “Meter
the duplicated word “with” in this sub-clause, and deleting the | Data Submission” in Table 1 of this document.
words “resolution of” and replacing with the word “a”.

AEMO 8.6.1A and 8.6.1B | While AEMO supports the policy intent of these clauses, Please refer to EPWA'’s response under the heading “Meter
implementation will require changes to AEMO’s systems. Data Submission” in Table 1 of this document.
AEMO is exploring available options and will advise EPWA of
potential implementation timing and cost when this work is
complete.

AEMO 8.6.1B AEMO recommends replacing the word “as” with the word Please refer to EPWA's response under the heading “Meter

“from” after the words “meter data” in this clause.

Data Submission” in Table 1 of this document.




Submission

Clause #

Comment/Issue Raised

Further, AEMO recommends adding the word “a” before the
words “Notice of Meter Data Disagreement” in this clause.

Energy Policy WA Response

AEMO 9.3.1(aA) AEMO suggests adding the word “the” after the words “being | Please refer to EPWA'’s response under the heading “Meter
5:00 PM on” in this sub-clause to correct a typographical Data Submission” in Table 1 of this document.
error.

AEMO 9.15.2A AEMO recommends deleting the comma at the end of the Please refer to EPWA’s response under the heading “Meter
clause reference “9.15.1(a)(i)” to improve clarity. Data Submission” in Table 1 of this document.

AEMO 9.16A.1 As meter data is not provided under clause 8.4.3, AEMO Please refer to EPWA'’s response under the heading “Meter

recommends replacing the words “provided under clause
8.4.3” of this clause with the words “meter data reflected in a
Settlement Statement or for which the Rule Participant is
notified under clause 8.4.3".

Data Submission” in Table 1 of this document.




Table 2:

interventions

Submission

AEMO

Comment/Issue Raised

AEMO strongly supports the proposal to relax the RoCoF Safe
Limit from 0.25Hz to 0.75 Hz/s over 500 milliseconds. A
reduction in manual interventions would lead to a reduction in
Energy Uplift Payments, AEMO considers this would lead to
more efficient dispatch, better market outcomes, and reduced
market costs, without compromising Power System Security and
Power System Reliability.

If the change to the RoCoF Safe Limit is implemented, AEMO
recommends making the following amendments to clause
2.34A.121:

e Corresponding amendments to the unit of measurement for
the RoCoF Ride-Through Cost Recovery Limit under
2.34A.121(b) and (c) to ensure consistency with the amended
RoCoF Safe Limit (i.e. change from Hz over 500 milliseconds
to Hz/s over 500 milliseconds).

e A minor amendment to clause 2.34A.12I(b) to require a
“minimum” precision to prevent rounding issues, should the
RoCoF Ride-Through Cost Recovery Limit be amended in
the future.

e An amendment to clause 2.34A.12I(c), to change the
minimum level at which the RoCoF Ride-Through Cost
Recovery Limit can be set above the RoCoF Safe Limit from
0.25 Hz over 500 milliseconds to 0.25 Hz/s over 500
milliseconds.

AEMO notes that the effect of the third recommended change
would be to slightly reduce the minimum level at which the
RoCoF Ride-Through Cost Recovery Limit can be set.

This recommendation is on the basis that the existing level was
set conservatively, as the RoCoF Ride-Through Capability of
Registered Facilities was largely unknown prior to the
commencement of the new WEM.

Increase the RoCoF Safe Limit from 0.25 Hz per 0.5 seconds to 0.75 Hz per second to reduce the need for AEMO

Energy Policy WA’s Response

Over the course of the ESS Framework Review several stakeholders
who have previously sought accreditation for a RoCoF Ride-Through
Capability above the RoCoF Safe Limit had sought to clarify whether
they would be required to reaccredit if the RoCoF Safe Limit was
increased.

AEMO has confirmed that it would be comfortable to reduce the
minimum RoCoF Ride-Through Cost Recovery Limit as there remains
enough buffer for where real time performance may differ from
accredited RoCoF Ride-Through Capability.

EPWA has accepted AEMO’s recommendations and has included the
changes to clause 2.34A.12I as suggested. EPWA understands that
AEMO will now commence the Procedure Change Process to set the
revised RoCoF Ride-Through Cost Recovery Limit in the FCESS
Accreditation WEM Procedure (in time for the commencement of the
relevant ESM Rules).




Submission Comment/Ilssue Raised Energy Policy WA’s Response

A buffer was therefore required as, while Facilities are accredited
for RoCoF Ride-Through Capability above the RoCoF Safe Limit,
this is only on the basis of engineering reports and/or historical
responses to RoCoF events. These do not provide complete
observations or test a Facility’s capability at the extremes of the
RoCoF Safe Limit, due to the financial burden of simulating these
scenarios and the inability to test in real time on the SWIS.

Since the New WEM Commencement Day, AEMO has
accredited 23 Facilities for RoCoF Ride-Through Capability
above the RoCoF Safe Limit. This has enabled us to gain
confidence in the accreditation process itself and the capability of
the Facilities that have undergone accreditation. Therefore,
AEMO would be comfortable to reduce the minimum RoCoF
Ride-Through Cost Recovery Limit as there remains enough
buffer for where real time performance may differ from accredited
RoCoF Ride-Through Capability.

If EPWA does accept this recommended change, AEMO will
commence the Procedure Change Process to set the revised
RoCoF Ride-Through Cost Recovery Limit in the FCESS
Accreditation WEM Procedure (in time for the commencement of
the relevant ESM Rules).

ECP The ECP supports implementing the change to 0.75 Hz/second EPWA notes the support.
for the RoCoF safe limit as soon as possible, as preliminary
economic analysis suggests it could result in significant savings.
If analysis suggests that it can be adjusted higher, the ECP
suggest this should occur without unnecessary delay, as this will
help to further reduce market costs.

Change Power Change Power fully supports increasing the RoCoF Safe Limit EPWA notes the support.
from 0.25 Hz per 0.5 seconds to 0.75 Hz per second to reduce
the need for AEMO interventions.

Neoen Neoen is supportive of the proposal. EPWA notes the support.




Submission

Comment/Issue Raised

NewGen Power
Kwinana
(NPK)

NPK supports an increase in the RoCoF Safe Limit, NPK
considers the proposed increase may still remain conservative,
suggests a phased approach whereby the RoCoF Safe Limit is
initially increased to 0.75 Hz with a view of increasing the safe
limit to 1 Hz or higher in the next six months.

Energy Policy WA’s Response

EPWA notes the support.

Perth Energy

Perth Energy note that they do not have the technical
understanding to comment on the proposed increase but note,
that the proposed increase still leaves the SWIS with tighter
requirements than have been identified in various similar
electricity systems elsewhere so is a conservative proposal.

EPWA notes the support.

Sumitomo SHI
FW Energia Oy
(Sumitomo)

Sumitomo generally considers that an increase in the RoCoF
safe limit to be reasonable.

Sumitomo considers that the figure of 0.75Hz/s appears arbitrary
and suggests that further detailed technical studies be conducted
before the proposed value is finalized.

EPWA notes the support.

Synergy

Synergy notes that although increasing the RoCoF Safe Limit
may lead to reduced requirement for the AEMO to intervene to
address RoCoF Control Service shortfalls Synergy proposes that
ultimately, to lessen the burden on the AEMO, a redesign and
reinstatement of the RoCoF Control Service market is required,
which also provides a forward signal for investment.

EPWA notes the support.

Tesla

Telsa is supportive of the increase; recommending that new limits
are applied to existing facilities to be eligible for payments.
Highlights the importance of reviewing this testing to ensure
facilities have the capability of meeting this and suggests
consideration be given to increasing Hz per second for one
second.

EPWA notes the support.

Western Power

Western Power supports the proposal to increase the RoCoF
Safe Limit to 0.75 Hz per second, subject to ongoing coordination
with AEMO and continued monitoring of RoCoF-sensitive
equipment on the network.

EPWA notes the support.
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