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Stakeholder feedback template
Submission from [please insert your name or organisation’s name]
The template below has been developed to enable stakeholders to provide feedback on the proposed amendments to the Economic Regulation Authority (National Gas Access Funding) Regulations 2009 and National Gas Access (WA) (Local Provisions) Regulations 2009 as per the Proposed changes to the Gas Access Funding Regulations and Local Provisions Regulations: Consultation paper. 
The Department of Energy and Economic Diversification strongly encourage stakeholders to use this template, so that it can have due regard to the views expressed by stakeholders on each issue.
	Number
	Question
	Response

	1
	Which option (updated RAB values or equal share) best reflects the purpose of standing charges (i.e. funding common administrative oversight across the scheme pipelines) and why? 
	

	2
	Do you agree with the recommended option (Option 2 - Equal share) for allocating costs? Please provide your reasoning.
	

	3
	Do you agree that the historical 50 per cent cap should not be retained? If you do not agree and consider that the 50 per cent cap should be retained, what policy objective would a cap serve and how should it be calculated and applied?
	

	4
	Do you support the proposed amendments to Schedule 2 of the Gas Access Funding Regulations to enable the recovery of ERA costs associated with the new and expanded regulatory functions under the Gas Pipelines Package from scheme pipelines? If not, how should these costs be recovered?
	

	5
	Do you agree with the recommendation to adopt Model A of the 2020 consultation paper, modified to allocate costs equally across non-scheme pipelines? Please explain your reasoning, including whether you consider the approach to be fair, practical and transparent.
	

	6
	Do you support the proposed amendments to Schedule 2 of the Gas Access Funding Regulations to enable the recovery of ERA costs associated with the new and expanded regulatory functions under the Gas Pipelines Package from non-scheme pipelines? If not, how should these costs be recovered?
	

	7
	Do you agree with implementing a cost recovery framework for Part 18A facilities that is consistent with the approach adopted for scheme pipelines and proposed for non-scheme pipelines? If not, please explain your reasons.
	

	8
	Do you agree that the costs of administering Part 18A obligations should be shared equally among Part 18A facilities? If not, what alternative framework and/or cost allocation approach do you consider appropriate, and why?
	

	9
	Do you agree that standing charges should be charged on a quarterly basis? If not, what alternative billing cycle should it be?
	

	10
	Do you have any concerns with aligning the cost allocation percentages of the Local Provisions Regulations with the Gas Access Funding Regulations, should either option be adopted? Please explain your response.
	

	11
	Do you agree that blend processing facilities should be included in the cost recovery framework for Part 18A facilities? If not, please explain your reasons.
	

	12
	Do you support the proposed amendments to Schedule 2 of the Gas Access Funding Regulations to enable recovery of ERA costs associated with the expanded ring‑fencing framework under the Other Gases Package? If not, how should these costs be recovered?
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