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https://www.erawa.com.au/electricity/wholesale-electricity-market/price-setting/allowable-revenue-and-forecast-capital-expenditure-determinations
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https://aemo.com.au/en/energy-systems/electricity/wholesale-electricity-market-wem/participate-in-the-market/fees-and-charges
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https://wa.aemo.com.au/initiatives/major-programs/nem-reform-implementation-roadmap
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