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	Questions
	Comments

	Section 3: Security of Supply Standards in New Zealand’s Electricity Market

	Q3.1. Do you consider that there are other changes in the electricity system context that the Authority should consider as part of the review of the security standards? If so, please explain these.
	

	Section 4: Winter Capacity Margin

	Q4.1. Do you support modelling additional capacity for the WCM as BESS rather than thermal generation? If not, what technology or mix of technologies should be assumed and why?
	

	Q4.2. Do you agree with the proposed assumptions for how BESS would contribute to meeting peak demand? If not, what assumptions should be changed?
	

	Q4.3. Do you support the proposed shortage cost curve for the WCM modelling? If not, what changes should be made and why?
	

	Q4.4. Do you support separating reserve requirements from the WCM, so that the WCM represents surplus generating capacity after reserve requirements are met? If not, why not?
	

	Q4.5. Do you agree with the list of sensitivities being tested for the WCM? If not, why not?

	

	Q4.6. Do you have any suggestions for additions to the WCM sensitivities? If so, please explain your reasoning behind their inclusion.
	

	Q4.7. Are there any other changes to the WCM modelling approach, assumptions, or inputs that the Authority should consider? If so, please explain why.
	

	Q4.8. Do you have any comments on the WCM modelling results?

	

	Section 5: Winter Energy Margin

	Q5.1. Do you support modelling additional firm generation for the WEM as LNG-fuelled thermal generation? If not, what technology or fuel-cost assumption should be used and why?
	

	Q5.2. Do you agree with the proposed base-case fuel assumptions for existing peaking plant, the Rankine units, Unit 5, and any new dry-year reserve generation? If not, what assumptions should be changed?
	

	Q5.3. Do you support including contingent storage in the WEM modelling framework? If not, why not?
	

	Q5.4. Do you agree with applying a penalty cost to contingent storage so the model uses it only when lower-cost options have been exhausted? If not, how should contingent storage be treated?
	

	Q5.5. Do you support the proposed changes to the WEM shortage cost curve, including the treatment of contracted NZAS demand response? If not, what changes should be made and why?
	

	Q5.6. Do you agree with the list of sensitivities being tested for the WEM? If not, why not?
	

	Q5.7. Are there any other changes to the WEM modelling approach, assumptions, or inputs that the Authority should consider? If so, please explain why.
	

	Q5.8. Do you support removing the SI-WEM? If not, what role do you consider the SI-WEM should continue to play, and why?
	

	Q5.9. Are there circumstances where you consider the SI-WEM could provide a useful signal that would not be captured by the NZ-WEM or other security of supply monitoring? If so, please explain.
	

	Section 6: Security Standards Assumptions Document

	Q6.1. Do you support the proposed interim changes to the SSAD for the 2027 SOSA, including clearer frameworks for generation pipeline assumptions and demand forecasting? If not, what changes should be made and why?
	

	Q6.2. Do you have any suggestions for additional matters that could be added to the SSAD for the 2027 SOSA? If so, please explain what these are and why these should be added.
	






image1.png
ELECTRICITY -~
AUTHORITY -
O

TE MANA HIKO =




