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Dear Secretariat

I would like to share my views on the

Electricity and Other Legislation (Batteries and Premium Feed-in Tariff) Amendment Bill 2018

I have read some of the Queensland Productivity Commission in the solar Bonus Scheme. All
recommendations except one were accepted by the Qld Government.
The one that wasn't accepted was the one where the 44 ¢ feed in tariff should cease.
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Solar Bonus Scheme

o The 585 has stmulated the local solar PV industry and helped to make salar encrgy more affordable for
seme Gueenstangers. Before the SBS tess than 1000 solar PV systems were smstalled « Queensland In

201415 there were aver 400,000 solar PV systerma.
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* The costs asso0idted with the 5645 are recovered from all electnoty customers through electncity prces

In 2015-16, the cast of the 5BS is forecast to be around 5312 million. Ths cost will comnbute around
SB9 to a typical Queersland residental electricity bill in 2015-16

» The total cost of the SBS over the life of the scheme is expected to be arcund 54 4 bullion, with mopre

than $3 billon to be incurred between 201617 and 1027-28. Our modellng suggests thal the majonty

of scheme partstapants will have recavered thes capilal casts by July 2020.

s While the 588 led 1o the wadescale take up of solar PV systerns in Queensland, some inequities resulted,

with low income and disagvantaged households, and rental property dwellers unable to partstipate

e Taking all these factors into account, we have recommended that the Queensiand Government
comsides whether there is merit in an earlier end to the SBS then the planned 2028
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The cost of the 44¢/e\Wh scheme is recavered by the distribulion network service providers,
Energex and Ergon Encrgy (Network) They are required to pay the amount of the feedan tardff,
which is then credited to the solar PV customer by the retader As network charges are regulated,
these costs are recovered thraugh higher netwark charges for afl customers

The QCA estimated that the SB% added around 589%° to the average Queenslander's annual
electricity bill for 3 residential custamer on tanfl 114 i 2015-16. The 004l 10 electraity customers
over the hfe of the scheme funtil 2028) is estimated 3t more than 54,1 bilbon {Fgure 3)

Figure 3: Solar bonus scheme costs: 2008-28

5500

S300

Milbon

SL

A

r

20 —

=

o

Sowre GAC 201 6a

013

~

g

il

=
~
@

202

s

June

- s e e e i

3

5

(+

~

2024

v

Ton

oo
N
a e
~

A

<3
| | H‘,
| {‘

"

™

P

- e -

TN .




Electricity and Other Legislation (Batteries and Premium Feed-In Tariff) Amendment Bill 2018 Submission No 001

Green schemes are always going to harm people of less means.

Please see attached to excerpts from the Qld Productivity Commission where it says that poor and renters
pay for this green scheme. Those without panels should not subsidise this type of thought bubble.

We couldn't afford the panels, so we couldn't tap into the 44 ¢ feed in tariff.

I have a relative of wealthy means who was able to afford the panels. Now because this household only has
2 adults, they receive a large welfare cheque via poor and renters subsidising the solar bonus scheme.

I am not aware if they have added panels or battery storage to their home, but I am happy for there to be
rules that cease allowing people to pilfer from poor and renters in Queensland.

The purpose of solar panels is to bring down the household electricity bill, not for poor people to hand over
a quarterly cheque to People who could afford the panels and didn't need more tax from poor people.

I can't offer much more than to ask to make sure that these type of green schemes when they are put in place

by government, that those of less means are considered and subsidised.

On the issue around allowing customers to return to Ergon retail, I am happy that has been reversed. We
never moved from Ergon as we were made aware that we couldn't return.

Yours truly
Madonna Waugh





