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	Questions
	Comments

	Q1. Do you agree that the current risk profile of the prudential framework is appropriate? If not, why/how should risk be redistributed?
	

	Q2. Do you agree that the issues identified by the Authority are worth addressing?
	

	Q3. Are there other issues with the current prudential security settings that we have not     identified but are worth addressing?
	

	Q4. Do you consider that there are other adjustments that the Authority could make that would better reduce cost and enhance efficiency in prudential requirements for small retailers without significantly increasing credit risk for generators.
	

	Q5. Do you support the transition to a more dynamic adder? If not, what are your concerns?
	

	Q6. Do you support the proposal to allow reductions in the post-default exit period? Why/why not?
	

	Q7. Do you agree that the threshold for qualifying for a reduced post-default exit period should be 1,000 ICPs?
	

	Q8. If broader changes to the trader default process make it feasible to reduce the post-default exit period for all independent retailers, should the Authority pursue this? Why/why not?
	

	Q9. Do you agree with the proposal to reallocate residual funds to retailers on a scaled basis?
	

	Q10. Is there an alternative model by which residual funds could be reallocated to 	retailers in a fair manner that still achieves the policy objectives?
	

	Q11. Do you support a possible physical and futures offsetting arrangement? Why/why not?
	

	Q12. Are existing market-based work arounds to physical and futures offsetting arrangements sufficient for managing the issue?
	

	Q13. If ASX futures positions could offset spot market prudential requirements, would you be more likely to trade in the futures market?
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