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Submission

1. Please provide your views on the proposal, including any objections or
suggested revisions.

Summary







one month notice.

Currently, Intermittent Loads are not permitted to be included in demand side
programmes, but if clause 4.8.3(a) were deleted as proposed, this would no longer be the
case.

Clause 4.8.3(e) currently requires that loads comprising the demand side programme
have the same availability as the block that is applied for (e.g. 24 hours or 48 hours).
This appears not to have been covered in the amended Market Rules or in the new
procedure.

The reasons that clause 4.11.4, which specifies the hours of availability, is being deleted
is unclear.

The reference in clause to 4.25.1(c) to a DSP operating at its maximum Reserve
Capacity Obligation Quantity is unclear, as this quantity is simply the difference between
its Relevant Demand and its Required Level (i.e. should it be operating at its Relevant
Demand?).

Clause 4.25.2(a) contains a reference to “Meter Schedules” which should instead be a
reference to “sent out energy non loss adjusted”.

It appears that clause 4.25.3B assumes that the “activation” of the DSP would be for the
complete amount of capacity offered by the DSP. Alinta understands it is possible,
although perhaps unlikely, that a DSP might only be partially “activated”. In such
circumstances, it appears that the second Reserve Capacity test would still be required.

The reference to “current scheduling day” in clause 4.25.4 is unclear and must be more
specific. For example, “....on the Second Trading Day following the day on which the







e Since 2010/11, more than 50 per cent of the excess supply of Capacity Credits can be
attributed to Capacity Credits assigned to Market Customers that only register Curtailable
Loads and/ DSPs but do not supply energy to any Loads.

To the extent the amendments to the Market Rules contemplated by RC_2010_ 29 reinforce
the status quo, the outcome is likely to be inconsistent with Market Objectives (a), (b), (c)
and (d).

3. Please indicate if the proposed change will have any implications for your
organisation (for example changes to your IT or business systems) and
any costs involved in implementing these changes.

The changes to the Market Rules contemplated by RC_2010_29 would not require Alinta to
change its IT or business systems, and hence there are no IT or business costs associated
with the rule change proposal.

4. Please indicate the time required for your organisation to implement the
change, should it be accepted as proposed.

The changes to the Market Rules contemplated by RC_2010_29 would not require Alinta to
change its IT or business systems, and hence there is no specific period of time that would
be required to implement the changes arising from the rule change proposal.




