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negatively on investor sentiment towards investment in renewable energy projects within WA and 

hence investors may consider other jurisdictions more desirable for investment.  

  

Finally, Collgar wishes to formally state its objection to the letter posted by the IMO on its website on 

13 October 2011. We believe this letter is an inaccurate reflection on actual events and our detailed 

response is included below.  

 

(1) Load for Scheduled Generation (LSG) 

Load for Scheduled Generation is a relatively new concept being brought into the Market Rules 

which discriminates against renewable generators and heavily favours scheduled and peaking 

generators.  

 

The LSG methodology analyses contributions from int
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RC_2010_25 justifies the use of the “U” parameter on several occasions by stating the lack of 

historical data on which to base intermittent generation contribution during times of SWIS extreme 

peak demand.  

 

Unless the “U” parameter is clearly transparent and can be reliably used for forecasting and 

modelling well into the future, Collgar believes it
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September to offer data to be used for analysis. The IMO response to this 

offer was that they had no intention of including Collgar’s data or 
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Collgar Response: 27 days had missing 10 minute interval data which represents 1.17% of 

missing data for the 2009/2010 hot season.  

  2 days have missing 10 minute interval data from the top 12 TI’s which 

represents 0.58% of data over the top 12 TI’s. 

  ___________________________________________________________ 

 

IMO Comment:  2010/11 hot season (up to 7th March only): 13 days with missing data, 

including 2 of the days currently identified in the top 12 TI’s. 

 

Collgar Response: 13 days had missing 10 minute interval data which represents 0.22% of 

missing data for the 2010/2011 hot season.  

  2 days have missing 10 minute interval data from the top 12 TI’s which 

represents 0.29% of data over the top 12 TI’s. 

 

 

2.   Please provide an assessment whether the change will better facilitate the 

achievement of the Market Objectives. 

 

Collgar believes that the Rule Change Proposal will not operate to better facilitate the achievement 

of Market Objective (c). Collgar believes the Rule Change Proposal will discriminate against 

renewable energy technologies, most particularly wind energy technologies. 

 

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. 

 

For the 2011-12 year, Collgar has been issued 90 Capacity Credits – the largest of any of the 

renewable energy participants in the market today. This represents a significant revenue stream for 

Collgar and stakeholders. Implementation of this rule change will materially reduce the number of 

Capacity Credits which in turn reduces the available revenue stream. 

 

4. Please indicate the time required for your organisation to implement the change, 

should it be accepted as proposed. 

 

NA 

 

 

 


