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It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.
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Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.
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We should be encouraging all forms of renewable energy. A tax is not going to do this.

Wake up!



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: N
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

Submission to the AEMC a€ceConsultation Paper a€“ Distributed Energy Resources Integration a€“
Updating Regulatory arrangements.

The Commission is proposing to use the following assessment criteria to assess whether the
proposed rules are likely to promote the NEO and NERO:

a€c Regulatory clarity and certainty. A lack of clarity and certainty in regulatory arrangements
can affect confidence of stakeholders to invest and participate in the markets. Similarly, the
framework needs to provide clear rights for customers to allow them to make optimal consumption
choices and investment decisions in behind the meter devices.

o There is no clarity or certainty in this proposal, apart from the proposed complexity, the
SVDP, TEC and ACOSS proposals exhibit no understanding of the reduced pricing effect or research
such as that from Professor Bruce Mountain from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre that shows the
benefit solar owners provide to all energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs.
Rooftop solar drives (solar owners) down the wholesale price of electricity and can provide network
benefits by supplying local energy. (https://www.vepc.org.au/).

The AEMC paper explicitly recognises the worth of domestic solar export to the grid (p21) whereby a
possible reduction of domestic export energy to the grid would 4€cedegradea€l the return to both
a€cedomestic customers and the communitya€a.

The proposed regulatory arrangement will unjustly discriminate against domestic solar power by
charging to export excess energy given:

o Big multinational power companies don't have to pay to export their power to the grid.

o The proposal that only solar owners be charged to export clean, renewable power to the
grid apart from the clear discrimination exhibited; demonstrates a lack of research and understand
by the AMEC itself. Indeed, research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that
the impact of solar on the networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simpler
ways of enabling more solar.

o There is no recognition of the capital cost of installation of roof top solar in this proposal.
Where is the acknowledgement of depreciation and maintenance costs with respect to the proposed
export charge?

a€c Efficient provision of electricity services. The regulatory framework should facilitate the
efficient provision of electricity services. A key consideration in the Commissiona€™s assessment of
the rule change request is whether the proposal is likely to contribute to the lowest possible total
system cost.



o Given the discrimination evident in the proposal to only charge domestic solar users to
export to the gird, there must be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health
benefit of solar, along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

o It is more likely that charging domestic solar owners to export into the grid will cause more
disruption as domestic solar owners turn off their solar power at a time when the majority of energy
production is old and increasingly being retired. This proposal does nothing for the longer term
efficient provision of electricity services.

a€c Efficient pricing. The prices should signal to consumers the costs of providing network
services. Price signals can provide opportunities for consumers to adjust their usage patterns in ways
that can reduce their own cost of using the network as well as contribute to reducing future network
costs more broadly. The Commission seeks to consider whether the proposed rules will provide for
efficient pricing outcomes.

o How it is efficient pricing to charge solar owners to export clean, renewable power to the
grid that has demonstratively benefited all &€ceenergy consumersa€Q (ibid) particularly when big old
and close to retirement power companies don't have to pay to export to the grid. The proposal is
nonsense. Itisthe AMEC being opportunist here and not to the benefit of the € energy
consumers. Complaints to the ACCC is assured if the AEMC continues to promote this highly
discriminatory proposal under the 4€”social serviced€™ banners of ACOSS/TEC and SAVP, this
proposal erodes the credibility of those very organisations.

a€c Regulatory burden. The Commission intends to consider whether the implementation and
administrative costs arising from the proposed rule are proportionate to the benefits. Where
possible, Rules should minimise additional regulatory burden or the increase in administrative costs.

o The regulatory burden will end up being carried by the AEMC as most solar owners once
they realise the AEMC is now charging them to export to the grid may: &€ceUnintended
consequencesa€l (p23);

1. Look to move off the grid entirely
2. Increase or add battery storage capacity to negate such a charge
3. Indeed, with battery capacity full solar owners may use their ability to switch off the solar

cells to avoid the export charge.

4, This action may create be particularly difficult &€ regulatory burdena€™ for the grid in times
high energy usage such as heat waves, and

5. Unjustifiable discrimination against solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable
power to the grid when big multinational power companies don't have to pay to export their old
energy.

6. Complain and involve the ACCC and/or take legal action against this discrimination.

Robustness to climate change mitigation and adaptation risks. In order to make decisions that
promote the NEO and NERO, the Commission considers whether its decisions are robust to any
impacts of climate change, or climate change mitigation or adaptation measures, on the price,
quality, safety, reliability and security of supply of energy or energy services.

o This proposal was put forward in the past and rejected. There is nothing new or robust in
this revived proposal to charge domestic solar owners to export to the grid. It does nothing for



climate change, in particular imposing export energy costs on domestic solar owners is most likely to
reduce and most certainly stop any further climate change mitigation elated to domestic solar
export of clean renewal energy into the grid. It has not been explained how such a charge will
support adaptation measures.

o The argument for charging domestic solar owners by SAPN a€ced€ | to amend the definition
of terms applicable to 'distribution service', so that these terms explicitly recognise that the
distribution network not only conveys electricity to customers but conveys electricity from
customersa€[; is reliant upon the flawed position put by TEC/ACOSS it does nothing to balance any
sort of d€ceFairness and Equitya€R. a€oed€ | subject to the same regulatory incentive mechanisms as
existing services that customers request and receive.3€@ (at 4.1 pp16/17). The rule specifically
targets domestic solar owners and no other distributor of energy to the grid. The same regulatory
incentive mechanism logically must include a fair price for the energy exported to the grid and be
based upon current time of use charges. If a€ceFairness and Equitya€R is to be applied then that
a€ceFairness and Equitya€R must equally apply for a fair price based on time of use charges for
exported domestic energy. It must also include the ability to depreciate and write off maintenance
costs in accord with normal business practice.

o In addition, at page 17 a€ceDefinitions such as a€™distribution systema€™ and a€"retail
customera€™ affect how services are classified and subsequently form the basis for which regulatory
mechanisms apply to services.a€Rl Open a complex a€”can of wormsa€™ as noted in the following
chapters.

QUESTION 6: PRICING ARRANGEMENTS

1. Should DNSPs have the option to propose to the AER charges for export services? NO

2. What are the potential benefits and costs of enabling export charges? CONFUSION AND
COMPLEXITY

3. If customers can already negotiate 'deeper' connection agreements, is a 'supplementary’

connection arrangement required to allocate DER-related costs 4€“ as proposed by TEC/ACOSS? FAR
TO MUCH COMPLEXITY AND DISCRIMINATION

4, If NER clause 6.1.4 is removed, and DNSPs are able to develop tariffs for export services:
a.What are the implementation issues? POLITICAL UPROAR AND MORE DISCRIMINATION, POSSIBLE
LEGAL CHALLENGES, CERTAINLY ACCC INVOLVEMENT.

5. b.Should the existing tariff structure statement process and pricing principles apply? For
example, is a principle required to guide DNSP decisions on cost allocation between consumption
and export services a€” as proposed by SAPN? UNWORKABLE

6. c.Are transitional or 'grandfathering' arrangements needed and, if so, should they be
prescribed in the NER? MORE NONSENCE AND COMPLEXITY

7.

8. Should the regulatory framework better recognise the benefits DER services provide to
DNSPs? For example, does SAPN's proposal to allow for negative prices address the issue? NO.

9. Should these reforms only apply to small customers? NO DISCRIMINATORY. THESE
REFORMS WILL BE A DISASTER.



This proposal is unjust, discriminatory and just another grab for the consumer dollar, it will do
nothing for fairness and equity or for the grid. This proposal is rejected; on the basis it is far too
complex and will not address a€ceFairness and Equitya€[, it also singles out and discriminates
against roof top solar owners against all energy providers. There must be no export network fees for
domestic roof top solar users.

In closing, the Three Minor Amendments proposed by SAPN are complex, unworkable and highly
discriminatory; there is nothing that reflects current research on the benefits already provided to all
consumers by solar owners. (Id. https://www.vepc.org.au/). Likewise, the SVDP suggesting DNSPs
charge DERs and set specific prices for specific sub-stations is adding a layer of complexity that will
create confusion and political uproar should such a proposal be instituted. Like all the proposals to
charge domestic solar users to export to the grid the TEC/ACOSS proposal supposedly aims for
d€cefairness and equityd€n, which it does not. TEC/ACOSS do not address the research that
evaluates the benefits roof top solar to all energy consumers by keeping network costs down
including the clean renewable energy being exported supporting climate change objectives.

Note: | am a pensioner.
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AEMC's submission to effectively tax us for the Sun will cause me to vote against any politican
involved in acceptance of this proposal.
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Most disappointed with Minister Angus Taylor and the Lib/ Nats overall.

At every opportunity they seek to undermine renewables and the move on Sun Tax is unacceptable.
Just get on and do the infrastructure work to accommodate a transition to clean energy.

People who have installed home solar care about the planet and the consequences of continued use
of fossil fuels. The move to gas is abhorrent!
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Research has proven that the impact of solar on networks has been over estimated. There are cheap
and more sustainable ways of powering our country than expensive to run, dirty coal powered
plants. In a country that has an abundance of sun and wind it just doesna€™t make sense on an
economic level. Solar will create hundreds of thousands of new jobs which we definitely need right
now to resurrect our economy. Time for change as ita€™s going to happen anyway.
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This is so not the Australian way.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid. Rooftop solar drives down the
wholesale price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy. Rather
than proping up energy companies that have been artificially driving up prices for profit. This is the
way of the future we need to work with this.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.
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Dear AEMC,

| believe home solar producers should be paid a fair Tarif for, and allowed to provide their excess
power to the grid and that the grd should be adapted to accomodate this. Our nation should be
taking best advantage of any way to reduce nonrenewable power. It is completely wrong to consider
charging home solar exporters to do this.

Sincerely
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Please consider what you are about to do with the Sun tax proposal. Energy from the sun should not
be taxed in this manner. It puts many people at a disadvantage ( especially retirees). Having paid to
have solar panels installed ( from a growing industry that provides employment and taxes to the
community) | now find | will be disadvantaged by large business( the power companies). Although
they are making record profits they are gauging for more. | am paid about 11 cents for selling back to
the grid, which is then turned around and sold back to me at 27 cents or more. | see this present
situation as a major win for the power companies. But they want more! Please think more deeply
about this proposal and do what is fair and right. This proposal disadvantages many people, is unfair
and taxing people who have already paid dearly for their panels and solar set up. We have already
contributed greatly and should not be taxed more.
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How dare you! We have paid over 10k for our system, we did the RIGHT thing by installing the solar
for the environment and to ensure we arent contributing extra to carbon emissions (you know, that
big thing called global warming).

To now want to tax us is immoral and unethical. Why not reduce politicians salaries, charge tax to
huge mining companies, anything but kicking the little people when they're already down. We have
been hit hard by first the bushfire and now covid. We are pensioners, hard working aussies, stay at
home parents, and now you want to drive the final nail in the coffin?
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To the AEMC, People with rooftop solar are supplying CLEAN energy to the grid and also helping to
reduce the cost of electricity. | would have thought that should be encouraged rather than
penalized. The feed in tarrif is too low as it is and now youa€™re considering placing another hurdle
in the way of prospective rooftop solar purchasers. In short, we do not need any more charges

aimed at us! Regards, || INNNNGEE
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I am an age pensioner with rooftop solar. | do not want to have to pay a tax for any excess energy
that | produce. It goes completely against the concept of encouraging action against climate change
to impose an unfair levy on anybody trying to do their part in reducing climate change. Also the cost
of grid electricity is already testing my ability to pay.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Brian Haebich

Email: brianhaebich@gmail.com
Phone: 04-2747-2922

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Stop exporting power to the grid and see what happens
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Passing the cost on to the little guy is truly poor form. We don't have deep pockets, and we're trying
to do good by those around us by investing in a long term solution. Can you turn towards us instead
of away? Can you choose to invest in us, and in solar, rather than continuing to support those with
deeper pockets investing in finite solutions that benefit no-one but themselves.
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| have solar but I'm disability pension bringing up my granddaughter | don't need extra expenses.
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Expanding and deepening the economic and social benefits of an increasing renewable energy sector
by encouraging excess solar power exports to the grid:

Holding back the growth in grid connect solar power with punitive measures such as is being
proposed by the Australian energy Market Commission (AEMC) with the intent of penalizing and
discouraging solar enabled households feeding excess capacity into the grid will deny the wider
community substantial economic and social benefits of a more equitable energy grid in addition to
the obvious environmental benefits for all. The AEMC should work with legislators, regulators and
network operators to engineer the grid to accept higher levels of solar input. Excess solar input could
be on-sold to households/ businesses who for any number of reasons may not be in a financial
position to afford their own system or where there are practical issues prevent installation of
adequately sized system, such as multi-storey accommodation blocks and certain commercial
buildings. In some cases where buildings are not in the correct orientation for a solar system to be
an effective energy alternative it seems the AEMC should be pursuing these consumers as
opportunities to add to the demand side of the energy equation.

A more equitable energy grid would be engineered to supply excess solar generation at affordable
rates to lower income earners, pensioners, charities, local councils, remote communities, schools,
hospitals and aged care and the not-for-profit sectors for example, to improve quality of life at
minimal costs. Prosumers of solar energy should be rewarded not subject to penalty for feeding
excess power to the grid. The AEMC should include the notion of developing a more equitable
energy grid as part of it's charter.

Other opportunities the AEMC should be pursuing instead of narrowly seeking to install punitive
measures that will be counter-productive to the nations environmental goals and largely inequitable
on a number levels includes: actively supporting growth in the national electric vehicle (EV) fleet.
Excess solar power from grid connected EV charging stations can both assist with stabilizing the grid
at periods of peak demand and at other times be on sold at discounted rates to encourage the
uptake of EVs in urban areas and as well as remote areas.

The AEMC should reconsider the proposal to penalize and discourage further growth in grid-
connected solar power. As a matter of urgency the AEMC should instead pursue initiatives to
encourage prosumer solar power generation.
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We are paying increasing daily access charges, feed in tariffs are decreasing but  Cost of kWhrs
used from the grid are increasing (including at the time of day when Rooftop solar is at a peak). The
answer to increasing daylight input from rooftop sooar is clearly more investment in storage of
renewable enegy - batteries, pumped hydro, clean hydogen/ammonia production.

The only winners from taxing rooftop solar input wil be the power companies and their backers... the
people and institutions already gouging the ordinary electricity users.
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| do not support a tax on feeding solar energy into the grid. We need more solar and less fossil-
fueled energy in the Australian market-place. If there is an economic issue here, then lets tax the oil
and gas energy suppliers and not the solar energy providers.
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The proposal to charge consumers for exports to The Grid is destructive. Australian citizens have
invested in solar power to help reduce Greenhouse gas emissions and energy costs. While this does
change Grid behaviour and provide challenges for operators, those challenges need to be tackled for
the common good. The problem is governments have sold-off parts of the Australian electricity
network, paid for by Australian taxpayers, to entities motivated only to maximise profit. The owners
have no incentive to invest, keep pace with technological developments and adapt to the needs of
the future. The proposal is contrary to the needs of our environment and the future for all
Australians. The old one-way street power grid requires judicious investment to adapt it to
competently handle diverse and multidirectional supply from sustainable sources. Discouraging
consumers from investing in sustainable power would hold Australia back and perpetuate the old
model of centralised supply from unsustainable sources, with the consequential environmental
harm.
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| understand that the Australian Energy Market Commission (AEMC) is considering proposals to
charge solar owners for exporting clean energy back to the grid. As a long term solar owner, |
strongly object to these proposals, which | consider are grossly unfair. Why should solar owners to
be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when large, polluting power companies can
export their power, generated from non-renewable fuels, for free?

Research shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all energy consumers far outweighs the
added network costs. It also shows that the impact of solar on the networks has been
overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale price of electricity and can provide network benefits by
supplying local energy, so it should not be unfairly penalised to subsidise the big dirty energy
generators.

We need to quickly transition away from coal and gas-fired electricity generation to clean,
renewable sources of energy. This will happen if the environmental and health benefits of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid, are acknowledged and supported by
fair feed-in tariffs.

Any proposals to charge people like me for feeding clean energy in to the grid will result in us
moving to battery storage that will take us off grid forever. This will not benefit other energy users
and will not bring about an orderly transition from non-renewable to renewable energy sources.

enee
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| do not agree or Understand why a tax on the sun is being considered. | paid for my solar well
before any subsidies were available it cost me far more than solar costs now. We all get a pittance
for feeding into the grid. | would tread warily if we all go to battery storage we dona€™t need your
poles and wires. Considering all subsidies and government incentives that go to coal and gas
frackers this is nothing more than a grab of tax for nothing. The Tax based fossil fuel subsidies cost
the Australian people $12 billion annually and you want to tax us. UNBELIEVABLE What has
happened to Australia when these types of proposals can even get of the ground. | put up solar
because | want my grandchildren to know that | did all | could to leave them a better world.
Unfortunately there are still organisations like the AEMC that have no regard for growing a
sustainable future for the generations that follow. That is what is rotten in Australia there is no
vision, no plan no long term thinking. If there was real leadership in the AEMC this ridiculous notion
wouldna€™t have gotten this far. What do you people do ?, wake up everyday and think of ways to
screw the average person. Who thought this was a good idea should be sacked. If this is the best you
can come up with we are in big trouble. Making the national electricity market fit for purpose ??
How? By clawing money from average Australians and killing the future of solar. If 13€™m being
taxed for my feed in solar then i also want the perks of the mining, fuel subsidies, reduced tax, write
offs for capital works , deductions for exploration and depreciation .STOP the subsidies for coal and
gas and reinvest the currently wasted money into renewable energy, a far better strategy. We are
an island with majority of the population living along the coast , where is the wave power? We live in
a dry hot country where is the geothermal Power?
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This seems a bizarre proposal - home owners who have invested in solar systems are providing the
grid with clean, renewable energy. Feed in tariffs in recent times are half what the commercial buy
rate is, so the grid gets a lot of cheap power and the home owner maintains the cost of their
systems. I1ta€™s a blatant cash grab to discourage solar ownership and a deliberate ploy to keep
dependence on the coal industry alive. Australia has rapidly been becoming the dumb country, not
clever, due to the lobbying of industry groups who have no genuine desire to act responsibly on
issues such as climate change and renewables. Shame that this proposal is even being considered.
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| paid to have solar installed. | object to any person, company charging me for something | paid for .
No One has a right to do that.
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Dear Sir/Madam

Solar energy, putting solar panels on houses, needs to be encouraged. The more we use solar energy
instead of burning fossil fuels the better for our environment. Alongside households, governments
need to invest in solar energy so that we transition to renewal energy as soon as possible.

What a wonderful gift solar energy is, lets make it available for everyone, promote it, and encourage
its use.

Yours sincerely

Sue Kingston
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Absolutely and totally counter intuitive to tax solar generated electricity and furthermore its an
insult to those of us whoa€™ve invested in solar systems in an attempt to move the country away
from using fossil fuels to power our lives.
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Considering Solar panels are already expensive to install for households yet Solar energy feeds back
into the Grid the energy and more, it seems that it seems illogical to tax this renewable energy and

will possibly discourage people from moving to renewable energy p, which is an imperative for the

future of humans and the planet
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why are you taxing mum and dads for helping to cut green house gases in this time of

the and of the fossil fuel erra
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Itis a stifling, retrograde proposal to charge solar roof top owners to export electricity they
generate. To do so is to pander to the motives of the fossil fuel electicity generation companies and
provides them an incentive to continue developing fossil fuel electricity and a disincentive to
designing a reticulation system that can utilize dispersed generation of solar power
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The coalition overnment is sure going to love this policy when over 2 million housholders with solar
panels start to riot in the streets over this lunatic idea.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Daniel Francis

Email: danieljf_456@yahoo.com.au
Phone: 04-1986-9852

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:
To whom it may concern,
| will NEVER support a tax on exporting to the Power Grid, don't go taxing the sun!!

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

If you have rooftop solar, you can add the impact that charging you for solar exports would have on
your household.

Regards,
Daniel Francis

Postcode:2153.
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This proposal, namely to charge solar power owners for doing the right thing

- -supplying clean energy - is wrong/immoral. These owners should be rewarded NOT punished.
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To AMEC,

As a home solar owner | am disappointed to hear that the AMEC is considering charging solar home
owners for exporting their clean energy back to the grid ! THis is surprising considering rooftop
solar actually drives down the wholesale price of electricity as well as providing benefits and savings
to the network by supplying local energy to the grid. Considering that big dirty power companies are
not charged when they export their energy to the grid , it's really preposterous that clean renewable
energy is being disadvantaged in this way . Really the feed in tariff should take into account the
environmental and health benefits of solar energy as well as the network savings that solar provides
to the grid. Perhaps you sholud be charging the big dirty power companies instead .
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| strongly oppose to any levy charged by the Government or any electricity provider for feeding the
solar energy back to the grids.
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| can see nothing at all that can justify a tax on sunlight. Private individuals or companies with solar
installed are providing green energy to the grid and should be encouraged, not discouraged.

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.
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Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.
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Submission:
Why are you taxing people that are generating power from the sun ?

What about taxing polluters of our water and air like Coal powered Generators or is that too hard
because you have no courage to provide a better future for children of Australia ?
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stop the sun tax ,bureaucrat thievery
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Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

If you have rooftop solar, you can add the impact that charging you for solar exports would have on
your household.
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All people connected to the electricity grid, including Solar Producers, pay for the wires outside their
homes within their normal electricity bills. Whether electricity is flowing in, or flowing out, the wires
have been paid for!

Suggesting that Solar Producers should pay twice for their wires is outrageous!

Solar Producers reduce the capital costs of building Power Stations, and reduce the cost of Building
Transmission Lines, thereby REDUCING everybody's power Bills already. Any charge for exporting
Domestic Solar would be just THEFT!
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Solar owners have invested in infrastructure, removing that burden from the Power supply
companies. That power can be bought from the solar community, and resold back wider community
as green power.

Seems crazy to me to discourage community generated power in favor of fantastically expensive and
mostly polluting fossil fuel power.

Instead dear AEMC force the power companies to invest in changes to the grid to allow them to
cope with surges in supply when the sun comes out.

The rise of electric powered vehicles is a great opportunity for power companies to incentivise
charging during the day when solar power is plentiful probably with time based charging.

The new technology should be seen as an opportunity, not a threat.
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| wish to make a submission against the proposal that rooftop solar be taxed by the energy network.

As a country we are trying to move to low emissions as quickly as possible. Ordinary citizens are
doing their share by putting solar panels on their rooftops to reduce emissions and boost the
availability of green energy. The concept of charging them a fee for contributing energy to the
network is totally counter intuitive.

Solar power is driving down the cost of electricity, as well as helping people cope with ever
increasing expenses in a difficult world. Why would the AEMC want to tax these people, to make
more money for a network with the providers have been making large profits. | would suggest they
want to make greater profit for themselves, and not consider the good of the whole nation.

Rather than tax solar providers, the AEMC should be looking at creative ways of using this solar
power and supporting the move to a low carbon economy.
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Dear AEMC

| absolutely reject the new proposal for a tax on P/V feed-in to the grid.

| find it hard to fathom that polluting fossil fuel generators can continue to

spew forth significant amounts of not only CO2, but other air quality pollutants such as mercury,
lead, sulfur dioxide, nitrogen oxides, particulates, and various other heavy metals. These emissions
may be monitored but not taxed. These emissions produce negative health outcomes for many
people. In addition CO2 emissions are sending us down the path of irreversible global warming.

How is this fair for your typical P/V owner? To be taxed for a clean energy source and discouraging
others from investing?

The only way forward to improve our future is renewable energy. For all of the Federal Governments
speak on technology neutral investment in energy sources, it is showing its true colours by doing the
opposite. A clear favoritism is being shown for fossil fuels by taxing a clean energy source.
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I'd like to voice my opposition to proposed changes to charge solar owners for exporting clean
energy back to the grid, for the following reasons:

- Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs.

- Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale price of electricity and provides network benefits by
supplying local energy.

- Power companies don't have to pay for exporting, why should solar owners?

- Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

| have rooftop solar, and the financial impacts of charging my household for solar export would hit
hard, especially at this time.
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We are self--funded retirees, and we have invested our own hard-earned money to install solar
panels and benefit from energy from the sun. When we have a surplus, we are happy to donate it to
the common good.

It will take us a number of years to recoup our investment in solar panels, and it's completely
outrageous to now suggest charging us for uploading energy to the national grid. This would make
recoupment of our initial investment, for which we have very carefully budgeted, a distant
possibility.

Furthermore, research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners
provide to all energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down
the wholesale price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

Rather than charging 'ma and pa investors' for their generous contributions to the grid, there should
be a FAIR NATIONAL FEED IN TARIFF that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid. Please have a good look at the
example set by Germany.

Thank you.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Penny Gillard

Email: pengillard@hotmail.com
Phone: 03-9460-4721

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

| have had solar for 10 years now and encouraged friends and family to have the same as | believe in
the future of renewable energy. | am a teacher and hope that my students will learn about the
positive ways they can look after their future interests, economically and environmentally. We also
sell clean energy to the grid and help Energy companies promote their Green energy credentials.
This will actually harm both home solar energy providers and companies in the long run as people
are dissuaded to take up solar energy by buying solar panels. Please listen to Australian citizens for
the future benefit of Australia.
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Do not tax solar panel owners!

Instead, the government must remove the tax and other incentives that are provided to gas and coal
miners. Then let those diverted funds be used to upgrade power transmission and management to
allow more effective decentralised power.
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Dear AEMC
Households with solar already pay the daily connection fee to pay for infrastructural costs.

It is also unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

The sun tax proposal is not the way to encourage as many households to stay on the grid and help
cover the costs of maintaining the grid. We don't want a situation that the more well resourced go
off grid and leave the less well off to cover the cost of maintaining the grid.

We had enormous public investment in an electricity network run with coal power. We now need
public investment to facilitate the switch to renewables.

As you would be aware electricity is the biggest source of emissions in Australia. Your energy clients
need to take it on the chin (financially) and assist with the transition to renewables, not put up
barriers.

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy. In many areas it has
made the grid more stable by reducing the dependence on energy produced far away - for example
the South Coast of NSW relies on energy produced in the Hunter (well over 500km away).

We ask that the AEMC, given the absence of a carbon tax, put fees on coal and gas power plant
producers to cover any shortfalls in infrastructure funding. If the share price and dividends in recent
years is anything to go by, there is capacity to take on this extra expense to continue to provide
electricity that has such a big environmental externality (carbon emissions).

Kathryn Maxwell
3 Jeffery Place

Moruya NSW 2537
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As an owner of a solar system and a person who wants to reduce my carbon footprint | object to any
policies that undermine the stands that ordinary people take to reduce carbon emissions. A
significant and realistic tax should be placed on electricity companies that use fossil fuels ( a non-
renewable and polluting fuel) to generate electricity. Australia should take a lead in bringing in an
energy market that truly reflects all the costs of fossil fuel generating and the wide ranging, long
term and significant benefits of using renewable solar energy.
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Itis a very bad idea to charge any additional fees to households with rooftop solar who export
power to the grid. Due to the declining cost of batteries, this is likely to result in large numbers of
households disconnecting from the grid. This would have two bad effects : Any excess power
generated in these households would be wasted rather than helping to reduce the reliance of other
customers on fossil fuels, and may also result in the need to install higher capacity cables to handle
peak load on summer afternoons when air conditioing loads are highest. Furthermore the cost of the
electricity network would have to be spread across a smaller number of remaining customers on the
grid, leading to higher network charges per customer. This would in turn lead more households to
disconnect from the grid. This death-spiral would disproportionately affect less affluent households
unable to install their own solar panels and batteries such as renters in flats. The unprofitable
remnants of the grid may then have to be nationalised or maintained out of government subsidies
paid by taxpayers. This is undesirable.
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Are you aware:

1) Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to
all energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs.

2) Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale price of electricity and can provide network benefits by
supplying local energy.

3) It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when
large companies don't have to pay for exporting.

4) Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on
the networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more
solar.

5) There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

6) If you have rooftop solar, you can add the impact that charging you for solar exports would have
on your household.

People who are taking responsibility for trying to mitigate the effects of climate change should not
be penalised. Power companies have to change. Governments should be legislating to enable them
to do so as smoothly as possible.
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I am shocked at the possibility of having to pay to sell my excess solar electricity to the grid. Thisis a
ridiculous idea!

The grid providers have had decades to prepare themselves and the grid for increasing solar, wind
and other renewable inputs but appear to have done nothing. Well, nothing but complain to the
government and try to make everyone else pay for their inaction.

We already sell to the grid at a reduced rate (feed-in tarriff of 7-12c/kwh) compared to their sell
price (14-20+c), hence a margin for them.

If you do introduce a charge to sell to the grid many people will simply install batteries (as it will
become more economic to do so) and some will go off-grid altogether - increasing the cost to those
people who cannot afford to leave the grid and many renters as well.

| understand that the grid needs investment, as any asset does to maintain its value. But charging
those who are supplying to the grid will just not work for anyone - except the companies who own
the grid of course.
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There is a compelling need to continue the encouragement of greater distribution of energy
generation capacity, as a long term and sustainable alternative to overly centralised, polluting
generation. Individual households are clearly in a different situation to major commercial suppliers
of energy. To begin with, many invest in rooftop solar energy out of a sense of contributing to wider
social welfare and a sustainable future - to 'do their bit', rather than purely driven by commercial or
financial considerations. And the benefits are overwhelmingly positive - from the point of view of
sustainable supply of electricity, reducing the load on centralised generation capacity, and for wider
health and environmental concerns. As regulators charged with the broader interests of society, the
AEMC should take account of these wider considerations, and not seek to regulate individual
households as though they were short-term profit-seeking atomistic economic actors. |, for one, am
investing in solar energy production not in the hope of profiting but as a contribution to the
emerging generations. Nonetheless, to create an unnecessary financial burden on individual
households would have an obvious deleterious effect and would almost seem calculated to apply a
brake on the very welcome momentum towards long-term sustainability in distributed energy
production that would bring production and consumption progressively closer together. At atime
when many families are suffering from dramatically reduced income and yet obliged to spend more
time at home consuming power, the idea of imposing an additional regressive tax is particularly
inappropriate.

Overall, rooftop solar generation provides benefits for all consumers of energy and not merely their
immediate owners; the general public interest necessitates this transition for the benefit of
consumers, the economy and the ultimate well-being of the nation. This is not the time to roll back
positive gains.

There is a clear longer term benefit from distributed household power generation that is free from
emissions, and it is plainly poor policy to impose charges that declining traditional polluters are
spared.
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After many years of paying for expensive power | felt it my duty to eliminate contributing to the
degredation of our planet and utilize the sun for the good of all by installation of Solar Panels.
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As the owner of a rooftop solar system and a passionate supporter of effective action to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions, | strongly oppose the proposals to charge solar owners for exporting
energy to the grid.

Rooftop solar owners are already disadvantaged by the very low rates paid for the energy we export
to the grid, even though we are delivering significant benefits to society by producing this
renewable, clean energy.

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that solar owners provide far greater benefits
to all energy consumers than they impose through added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down
the wholesale price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
power companies don't have to pay for exporting. This would be an extremely regressive approach
at a time when we need to be doing absolutely everything we can to drive down emissions. In
relation to rooftop solar that means encouraging as many people as possible to install PV systems by
making it financially attractive; charging solar owners for the energy they export would have the
opposite effect.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid. This is the way forward, whereas a
'sun tax' on solar owners would be a thoroughly regressive policy that does not reflect the urgent
challenges of our time.
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Dear AEMC,

Itis very great alarm and concern that at this time of global extreme weather that your organisation
is considering seriously a proposal to put a tax on people who are contributing renewable power into
the grid.

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

Now is the time when it is the non-renewables that should be taxed/discouraged in every possible
way and that large scale battery storage should be invested in by the energy suppliers. This is where
AEMC could show leadership and bring this kind of forward looking, future proofing proposal to the
table.

Kind regards,

Hayden smith
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Dear AEMC,

Itis very great alarm and concern that at this time of global extreme weather that your organisation
is considering seriously a proposal to put a teax on people who are contributing renewable power
into the grid.

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

Now is the time when it is the non-renewables that should be taxed/discouraged in every possible
way and that large scale battery storage should be invested in by the energy suppliers. This is where
AEMC could show leadership and bring this kind of forward looking, future proofing proposal to the
table.

Kind regards

Fabio Cavadini
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| put solar on my rooftop to save energy, emissions and money.

| cannot believe that someone is actually proposing to charge me to fed clean energy back into the
grid.

Studies show that the money generates for the grid outweighs any costs involved.

Do the right thing.
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We installed solar panels to save on power bills and to reduce our emissions. Research shows that
domestic solar benefits all energy consumers and drives down prices at a nominal cost to the
network, It is completely unfair that we should now be taxed. The Government encourages personal
responsibility and should not penalise this who seek to contribute at their own cost. Australia has
the potential to be an energy superpower and domestic consumers are demonstrating the cost
effectiveness and benefits. We should not be penalised, rather every effort should be made to
ensure that all schools and public institutions are solar powered and benefit as we have.
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My energy provider credits me 8 lousy cents for every kWh | provide to his net. He then sells the
same kWh to my next door neighbour for 25 cents. How can that be fair?

And now on top of this, you are considering an export charge, only because the energy providers
were found sleeping at the wheel when solar power suddenly hit them and their networks couldn't
cope.

Does the owner of the coal fired power station incur an export charge for supplying the 'dirty’
energy?

All this charge, if implemented, will do, is to push solar generators to set up their own supply and the
community as a whole will suffer by a) higher network charges through less customers and b) not
getting access to clean energy.

This is a rotten idea!

Regards
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To Whom It May Concern, (AEMC),

| live in Hazelbrook, NSW (the Blue Mountains) and we have a 3kw capacity PV and a SolarHart
hotwater system. It works wonderfully for us and there are very few days when the hot water
system is not functioning, and the PV cells are not producing electricity. It is my understanding that
our having these systems installed have saved the NSW government, or energy producers, from
having to construct one or more coal fired power stations, or dams for hydroelectricity. Both of
these options are contrary to our obligations to reduce our carbon emissions, and the dams have a
negative effect on wildlife and their habitats, as well as indigenous heritage (rock art, carvings and
caves.)

We installed our solar systems, as well as signed up to Green Power, because we feel very strongly
that we must do everything we can to reduce Australia's carbon emissions, and to comply with our
international obligations as a nation that has signed up to treaties such as the Paris Agreement and
the Kyoto Agreement. Already our Federal Government is an international delinquent, refusing to
commit to zero carbon emissions by 2050. Already scientific opinion is that this deadline is
insufficient and will still lead to a 1.5-2 degrees increase in global temperatures, with disastrous
consequences. Rather, Australia should be following the Green New Deal proposal by Adam Bandt
of the Australian Greens (which follows scientific opinion) which would lead to net zero carbon
emissions by 2035-40.

Imposing a solar tax on householders (and schools and businesses) will make it less attractive for
people to sign up to solar. This is madness when renewables are so plentifully available in Australia,
and produce zero carbon emissions. It is internationally the act of a delinquent nation. In my
opinion this solar tax is immoral, it lets down our young people who will have to live with the
consequences of climate change, not to mention the endangered species of flora and fauna of the
planet which have already suffered so greatly due to the intrusions of the human population,
clearance for agriculture and pollution by industrly. Australia is one of the greatest offenders, with
the highest per capita rate of carbon emissions in the world. Please drop this immoral tax and do
everything possible to adjst the grid so that there is a smooth transition to renewables.
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Just dona€™t do it thay get the power so cheep 11 cents selling it back for 38 cents what a ripoff C E
O taking huge bonus,Not careing for our grandchildren 1ta€™s all about the money. Dona€™t
enable them cheers Edward
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8September 2020

| object to the new proposals to charge solar panel owners for exporting energy to the grid. | believe
that it makes no sense either financially or environmentally to accept this proposal of charging
households to export excess power to the grid.

a€c Once installed there is no cost to producing electricity from solar panels. This allows
households to export power at a much cheaper rate than that of fossil fuel production.

a€c This cheaper power when exported to neighbours helps to lower household prices and
wholesalers also benefit from the reduced need to bring this power over large distances.

a€c The benefits for all consumers is made clear by research in Victoria in 2019. This study by the
Victorian Energy Policy Centre examined 48,677 electricity bills. They concluded that rooftop solar
reduced wholesale prices by $217m according to Bruce Morning.

a€c Why would you introduce an impediment to an industry which is of net benefit to the
community and is helping us to achieve our Paris commitments. Solar and renewable energy is vital
if Australia is to halve emissions by 2030 and reach net zero by 2050. This so called €"sun taxa€™
will hinder our efforts to develop renewable industry while allowing the big polluters to continue.

a€c There is an inherent unfairness to this proposal where cheaper smaller players are taxed to
export to the grid while larger more expensive providers are not. It makes no sense, either
economically or environmentally.

| urge you to reject this proposal.
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export to the grid while larger more expensive providers are not. It makes no sense, either
economically or environmentally.
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Submission:
Greetings AEMC,

| do not support charging or restricting in any way, apart from network, grid and supply security
reasons, the generation, self use and export of any electricity from renewable energy sources, in
particular solar panels.

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale price of electricity and can provide network benefits by
supplying local energy. Therefore more rooftop solar in the system should deliver cheaper
electricity prices are for all consumers, even those who have no solar panels.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Sadly, the gird is not fit for purpose in a decentralised, distributed electricity future of the 21st
century. The gold plating the grid several years ago, failed to address a time when stationary, large
scale fossil fuel generated electricity would become less prevalent in a decentralised, distributed
renewable energy future.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

My household exports clean electricity from our solar panel array. This displaces the polluting and
costly electricity generation from fossil fuels. Neither I, nor any solar panel owner, should be
penalised for moving Australia into a C02-e constrained future.

| urge you to reject any costs on the export of electricity generated by clean energy sources, in
particular solar panels, at a domestic and small scale level.



Name of Organisation: NIL
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Submission:

| have two massive problems with the AEMC proposal. Firstly, it's all very well to say that switching
off household solar would only be a 'last resort control'. But once an authority has the power, the
pressure to control solar systems more regularly would be enormous, and unchecked. Secondly, why
should | be charged to export clean energy to the grid when big dirty generators don't have to pay
anything.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: |
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

| am writing this submission to voice my opposition to the proposed tax on solar power fed back to
the grid. Key points: Residential solar generators provide clean energy at a fraction of the price of
dirty coal generators: Residents invested private money to purchase the solar system and receive a
far lower price for energy exported than for energy they purchase: We have an existential crisis
because of carbon emissions private solar should be encouraged NOT penalised so we can provide a
safe future for our planet and all inhabitants.
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Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Having installed 10kw of solar late in 2018, we were motivated to do our small bit to help save the
planet & also become more self-reliant & sustainable with or energy use.

Solar credits for our power supplied to the grid was/is a welcome incentive. The thought that they
will be taken away & that we might actually have to pay to feed our surplus power to the grid is
unjust & hardly fair, undercutting our ability to recoup in part the substantial 2018 installation costs.

We ask that you maintain the existing system of solar credits & fashion a national grid that can
adequately absorb, store & apply all rooftop solar like ours. Thank you.
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It is ABSOLUTELY UNFAIR for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the
grid, while already being charged by electrical companies.

| inherited rooftop solar panels from the previous owner when | purchased my property sis years
ago, and had the government rebate slashed within a year simply because | wasn't the one who
installed the panels, Yet, they were included in the price of my property. Then the rebate got slashed
even further, so now | receiving a miserly 11% of the energy | generate and export back to the grid,
while my electrical company kept raising rates every year. Perhaps | should go OFF GRID
altogether??? Except then someone will probably come up with yet another tax for off-grid
properties??? Where doe it stop??? Why are small people always the ones to suffer, while big
business gets away with whatever they want to get away with??? Just some food for thought...
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Submission:

| cannot believe the government is considering a 'sun tax' on those of us that have made an
investment in solar power generation to support the move away from fossil fuels and be part of the
solution not the problem of climate change. This is an appallingly regressive and punitive tax!
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Purchasing a solar system was expensive, however we thought overtime it would pay for itself with a
reduction in electricity bills via the feed-in tariff. With the decrease in the tariff from 33 cents to 10
cents it now provides only a small reduction | our bill. As we have now become pensioners and our
income is limited an our bills are quite large we have not recouped our original investment.

Paying for feeding into the grid would make our investment worthless.

It electricity companies at present pays very little for the feed-in amount and they do not have to
outlay money for additional infrastructure to generate additional power it seems extremely unfair if
solar owners were charged to put energy into the system. It would make having solar useless which
is probably what the energy companies want, so they can make additional profits.
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Submission:
If a tax is stolen from me I'll just go off grid!
Easy!!!

| can't believe you are even thinking of a sun tax considering all the benefits that come from clean
cheap renewable energy.

Yet another sign of government following the fossil Fools agenda.
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Submission:

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

We put solar on to help the environment. Why should we be penalised for that.
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Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs.

Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale price of electricity and can provide network benefits by
supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

| have rooftop solar, and charging me for solar exports would have a detrimental impact on my
household.
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Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes
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To whom it may concern,

At a time when my husband and | had very little money we installed solar panels because we
believed that it was one of the main ways we could participate in making a better future for all by
moving, even in a small capacity, away from our dependancy on fossil fuels. However, now years
later, | do despair of the proposed tax to the renewable energy we produce and export to the grid
and the obvious double standard that we would have to pay while large dirty power companies
don't have to. This is not the future we need to embrace as a community! The Victorian Energy
Policy Centre research has shown that we were right and that the power we provide reduces the
wholesale price of electricity and that the benefits from local solar owners like us outweighs the cost
to networks. This is the future and there are many of us who have acted on, and are going to act on,
creating a more sustainable future through solar. Rather than tax us the networks need to enable
this change to occur. This is backed up by the Energy Security Board (from research conducted by
UNSW) that the networks need only make simple and cheap changes to accomodate the continuing
rise in local community solar production. Let us embrace and encourage the future of a changed
energy grid because it is going to happen, it is happening.

Best regards,

Nancy Lang
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| invested in solar power to make a difference to the environment. It cost tme a great deal when |
did it and | think | should not be penalised for making a postive contribution to the planet when
large, dirty energy companies are subsidised to continue to provide energy that damages our planet
furher.
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Please don't penalise solar producers who are doing the job our rent seeking gentailers should be
doing to decarbonise the grid.

Network issues are not caused by rooftop solar - they are underlying voltage and frequency issues
that have not been managed by DNSPs. Instead, AEMC should be incentivising DNSPs to work with
households to manage network issues through storage and smart energy management.

In addition, solar installers should be required to install systems to capture morning and afternoon
sunshine where possible to flatten the solar curve caused by most systems being installed with just a
north orientation.
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Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:
| do not support sun tax

Would not support government who is pretending to be green but do exactly the opposite.
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There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.
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Submission:

| do not support this proposal. It would be a disincentive to those who are considering installing solar
systems and a yet another financial burden on those who have a system during a particularly difficult
period.
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| strongly oppose the Australian Energy Market Commission's proposal to charge solar owners for
exporting energy back to the grid.

My solar panels were purchased with intent to mitigate my carbon footprint given the need to act
against the increasing threat of climate change. An added benefit was the consideration that | could
reduce my energy bills during retirement.

At present, | receive a rebate of 11 cents per kilowatt for energy transported to the grid but must
pay 42 cents per kilowatt for power | use at night or in the early mornings.

As morning and evening meal times require unavoidable energy use, | pay far more in energy bills
than the paltry amount paid for my energy input.

Additionally, I still pay ever increasing service charges for the use of wires and access to the grid.

| find it grossly unfair and cynical that your commission would seek to further increase my energy
bills for providing free, clean, renewable power for the power companies to sell off to other
consumers.

Research completed by the Victorian Energy Policy Centre has shown that solar owners provide a
benefit to all energy consumers by driving down the wholesale price of electricity.

It is an unfair financial burden that solar owners are to be charged for exporting clean renewable
power to the grid when large dirty power companies aren't required to do the same.

Research conducted by the University of NSW for the Energy Security Board demonstrates that the
impact of solar on networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple methods
of enabling more solar.

| urge you to reconsider this faulty proposal which unfairly disadvantages solar owners and amounts
to a tax on the sun.
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My reasoning is that for every 5000 rooftop solar contributors, that represents a power generation
facility that the energy suppliers do not have to build, so the costs to stabilize the rooftop generation
is only a tiny fraction of the cost of a new major generator, The AEMC is just trying to screw rooftop
solar owners out of a few dollars. If allowed to proceed, the end game is to destroy the solar
industry so that we, the consumers of electricity, will be grateful to them for the electricity they will
supply to us a enormous cost, and the science and technology so far put into solar generation will be
wasted.
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It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.
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Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale price of electricity and can provide network benefits by
supplying local energy. It is totally unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable
energy to the grid when big, dirty power companies pay nothing.for exporting.

There should be a fair tariff for feed-in that recognises the health and environmental benefits of
solar, along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

Sincerely,

Suzanne Pascoe
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| paid for my solar panels when they first came out and back then we were only permitted to around
8 panels, in this | get next to nothing for the amount that | have paid for them.

So if you are going to charge me tax on this very small amount that | get for my system, then you
should let me make a claim on the amount that | paid for them in the first place.

In the 77 years | have been on this Earth in SA the Liberal Federal or State have not once looked after
me, this also goes for the pittance that | get now as a single aged person on the aged pension and
now you want to take even more from this very small amount that | get compared to the amount of
tax | had to pay when | was working. Under again a Federal Liberal Government run by M Frasier |
was paying more in my tax on my earnings that the people that employed me it was between 55 to
58% of my weekly earnings as a long distance transport driver, also | that time | carried Australia
Post run by the Federal Government, from Adelaide to Perth every Saturday, picking it up at around
7am Central time and had to be your Governments ruling had to have it in Perth by 6am on the
Sunday morning breaking every road rules in the book doing the work for the Federal Government
and at no time did | get any money back for the fines that | got for breaking the road laws for doing
the work that you stated a time limit on it and that was against the Laws of every State. Stating that
no one could place a time that you had to be in to be unloaded.

So overall | believe that | have paid enough to your Liberal Federal Government.

By the way this liberal Federal Government is working you are to me nothing but blood suckers, just
like the leaches we had to burn off of our bodies when | was in the Army, in the jungles of Malaysia
also Vietnam and | was not conscripted? How many of you have served placing your life on the line
for your Country, | would go as far as to say NOT ONE OF YOU.
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A sun tax is a crazy idea, we need renewable energy to be a very big part of our future energy and
solar is a great renewable energy. So many countries now use solar as it has proven how well it
works. The other power producers don't have to pay to export their power to the grid so why
should household solar be charged.
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Why?
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Having invested in solar with a view to reduce reliance on fossil fuel generated electricity for myself
and for users of the grid as a whole | would be furious for being penalised for trying to move towards
a decarbonised system.

| appreciate that the current regulations and systems were put in place before the decarbonisation
was considered but the priority should now be to update these and make any changes that allow
more renewable energy to be utilised efficiently rather than supporting an outdated system.

Experiments are taking place into the benefits to the network by community batteries and locally
generated clean energy and this is one opportunity for householders to support the grid.

The emphasis needs to be on encouraging and facilitating more renewables to feed into the grid in
ways that also provide services to the grid rather than penalising them.
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It's not bad enough that people have to take on the burden and expense of installing rooftop solar in
order to try and help the environment and air quality for the future, the little benefit gained is now
to be taxed!!1??? How about double taxing the over polluting coal mines and coal power stations
that are not abiding by the air pollution regulations and have not bothered to install filters that
would eliminate 85% of the pollution they produce??? Energy prices have skyrocketed over this
decade without due regulation by the government. Now in times of crises and massive treasury
funding to save our economy the government looks to fleece the conscientious public instead of the
the overly wealthy, immoral and uncaring energy companies. Disgusting!
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sloping a charge on feeding in electricity to the grid is out rages.Seems to me that this is just another
government ploy to continually erode away the current solar energy status. The Australian Federal
government isn't fully committed to renewable energy, which is a disgrace... Mark my words, this
will be reflected in the next election results. Momentum for the renewable energy is growing!
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As a rooftop solar producer | am writing to comment that taxing solar is not a good or productive
idea.

Surely those who produce solar and feed into the grid are bringing energy prices down for all by
contributing clean renewable power. It seems outrageous that dirty energy companies are not being
taxed for their energy production.

Surely at this time of climate crisis Government should be encouraging those producing clean
renewable energy rather than taxing them for their efforts.

Sun tax is a bad idea that only benefits those invested in old dirty energy.

Act for our future!



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: John Morison

Email: johnm97@optusnet.com.au
Phone: 04-1128-6201

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

| am extremely opposed to a so called sun tax' on residential or any solar energy generation. We are
already taxed with the small [8c] amount paid for the energy we send to the grid! | don't accept that
it is fair to tax small generation but not large generation particularly when we who have invested in
solar are benefiting not just ourslves. See below:

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

If you have rooftop solar, you can add the impact that charging you for solar exports would have
on your household.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Robbie Rowlands

Email: robbierowlands@yahoo.com.au
Phone: 94-2197-4482

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

This potential policy would be a disturbing hit to an incredible industry that supports so many
Australians. Luckily a broad sweep of Australians from all political denominations with oppose this.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: I
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

Dear Commissioners,

| object to the proposed Sun Tax on rooftop solar for the following reasons;

1. I have rooftop solar so that | can lower the amount of green house gases that are produced by
our household's energy consumption.

The average global temperature has already risen by 1.1 degrees since pre-industrial times.Every
effort should be made to lower the production of green house gases. A tax on the export of
household solar energy would discourage households from installing solar panels and lead to the
production of more greenhouse gas emissions and the acceleration of climate change because most
household energy would be coming from fossil fuels.

2. Fossil fuel power companies do not have to pay a tax for exporting green house gas produced
energy. It is unjust to charge a tax on clean produces of energy. It would be much fairer to charge
the fossil fuel energy producers a tax on their green house gas emissions.

3.House holds with solar panels are already disadvantaged because of the low payment we receive
for exported energy. We receive 13 cents per unit and pay 25 cents for peak usage and 16 cents for
controlled load usage and $1.88 per day for supply charges.

My last account for 89 days was $303.87 for peak usage,
$94.02 for controlled load usage
$16.48 for supply charge
$56.54 GST
| received $60.58 for solar energy sent to the grid
Thus my electricity account was $561.34

4.DNSPs and energy providers can use tools within their demand management programs to
intergrate solar energy into the energy network very efficiently.

Please do not tax household solar energy producers asa we need to reduce as much greenhouse gas
as possible if human beings want to continue livig on this planet.

Thank you,






Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Gaye White

Email: whitegaye @gmail.com
Phone: 04-3832-3331

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

The govt needs to urgently upgrade the infrastructure so it can manage and store renewable power
sources. They have know it was coming for years.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Kenneth Williams
Email: kwlad@homal.com
Phone: 02-6688-8309

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

We put solar panels on our roof many years go. Since then we have received little payback but have
tried to use our electricity when we are generating it. We are not interested in a monetary reward,
but are more concerned with reducing carbon emissions. If we are forced to pay to produce our own
power, we may well consider disconnecting our solar panels. We consider this proposal is simply 'a
bridge too far' and an insult to people's intelligence!



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Margaret Sainsbury
Email: sainsburyma@yahoo.com
Phone: 04-3866-0750

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

As a pensioner and owner of 12 solar panels i am shocked by the proposal to tax power my panels
supply to grid.

We face catastrophic climate change due to greenhouse gas emissions, yet carbon remains untaxed,
and a plan such as this proposes taxing renewable energy. How could this be?

One impact of this proposed tax will be for people to go off grid with private batteries for storage.
This is not a desirable outcome.

| urge the proposal for this tax on people's efforts to help our.planet be rejected.

M. Sainsbury



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Martin Keil

Email: martinkeil.s@gmail.com
Phone: 04-2530-1437

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:
Dear AEMC

As the world shifts towards clean energy, | believe it is important that all levels of Australian
Government step up and support the future generations. Clearly to tax or place financial barriers on
the average Australian citizen selling energy back to the grid (generally at very low prices) is the
opposite of this.

Why place a disincentive to people going solar rooftop when the benefits for all is blatantly clear:

i,§ Clean air a€“ getting the coal particulates out of the air while saving tax payers millions of
dollars that otherwise go to the health systems treating people with asthma, lung disease from
pollution.

0,8 Reduced Green house gasses to slow global warming (surely you know the benefits).

0,8 Reduced environmental damage of coal mining 4€“ just look at the visual / environmental
nightmare that is the Hunter Valley open cut mine, that borders with and contaminates local farms
and causes the highest rates of asthma in NSW (i.e. in Singleton).

0,8 Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale price of electricity and can provide network
benefits by supplying local energy. Solar ramps up when the sun shines and millions turn on their Air
conditioners.

0,8 It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when
big dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

0,8 Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar
on the networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling
more solar.

7,8 There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of
solar, along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

Lets not repeat the previous debacle when energy companies were gold plating the grid? We saw
wholesale rorting with seemingly no handbrake. Energy executives on huge salaries, ramping up
unnecessary infrastructure then charging it back to the consumer. Followed by Government
blatantly blaming the massive electricity price increases on solar energy. Outrageous, lets do it
better this time.

Sincerely Martin Keil



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Jonathan Stark

Email: jonnysta69@gmail.com
Phone: 04-1813-6036

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Solar owners are already effectively taxed for exporting clean energy back to the grid. For example in
Tasmania | am paid only 9c per KwH for energy | feed into the grid. To buy energy from the grid | pay
between 26 and 29c per KwH. This is already too high a tax on clean energy people feed into the
grid. Imposing a further tax is unfair and crazy. This is especially unfair when we hear of massive
public subsidies being given to fossil fuel industries such as gas.

Do not impose a further tax on feeding solar energy into the grid, we already pay one!



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Caroline Richards

Email: carorichards@yahoo.com
Phone: 04-0387-0903

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

As an aged pensioner | have responsibly placed 39 solar panels on my roof to futureproof my future
ability to afford electricity. | have yet to afford the installation of batteries to store backup. 1 am
currently being paid a pittance of $0.08 a kilowatt for selling back to the grid. The electricity
company sell on for $0.17 a kw whilst | am charged $0.26 for power and am receiving bills now each
guarter with the increase cost of electricity. Now | face the potential of being charged a Sun Tax.
This is a disgusting threat by a profit motivated government to destroy an individual 4€”s efforts to
be independent and save the planet. The Wind and Sun and Water are god given. Please examine
the lack of moral compass being shown in trying to tax renewable and lifegiving natural resources.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: |
Email: I
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Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:
Dear Sir/Madam,

| oppose the proposed new charges to solar power owners for exporting clean energy back to the
grid for the following reasons:

- Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

- It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

- Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

- There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

Sincerely, I



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [N
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

| have had solar panels on my rooftop for over 20 years as part of my opinion that a lot more
renewable sources of energy should be added to the grid.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Julianna Szalay

Email: juliannat@live.com.au
Phone: 04-8823-0686

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

This move for the sun tax would only stand to prove the government's commitment to fossil fuels.
The support of solar power owners is helping Australia to achieve a more sustainable and cost-
effective future in energy.

This sun tax goes against the majority of the world's people attempting to safeguard and improve
our environment.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [N
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:
Dear AEMC,
| would like to express my strong disagreement with the proposed sun tax.

This proposal is not appropriate at a time when climate change is becoming increasingly visible and
tangible, and disregards the positive impact that solar and other renewable energy sources make to
society. Instead of taxing clean renewable energy technologies that are aiming to mitigate climate
change, the tax should rather be on polluting energy technologies such as coal and gas.

The proposal seems to be aimed at those who try to make a positive impact while shirking your
responsibility to provide a stable grid. Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that
the benefit solar owners provide to all energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs.
Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale price of electricity and can provide network benefits by
supplying local energy.

It works in other countries, why not in Australia?

Kind regards



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:
Dear AEMC,

It is disturbing to hear about your proposal to charge solar owners for exporting clean energy back to
the grid, and it is unfathomable that you are even considering it.

Over many years the sharp rise in electricity pricing has often been justified by the extra investments
that was needed to upgrade and safeguard the distribution networks, rooftop solar has been around
for many years now and the upgrades should have anticipated that, if not, are the distribution
network owners doing their job?

If an export charge is introduced, (probably the wrong word calling it export, should it not be called
electricity producer) then a fair price must be put on feed-in tariffs that reflects the market value,
and at the same time, all exporters/producers must be charged fairly.

A point to remember is that without solar on peoplea€™s homes the electricity grid would be worse
off, and without electricity producers, there will be no grid.

You cana€™t have the cake and it it too.

| urge you to do the right and only thing for the environment, health and the future of all exports to
the grid and reject this proposal in full.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: lan Dudley

Email: ian.dudley@hotmail.com.au
Phone: 04-2752-7813

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Hi. You already will have all the reasons not to charge individual owners a fee for exporting excess
power from home solar arrays, so | am just here to urge you not to go ahead with it. Right at a point
when home solar is Beginning to have the positive environmental impacts that was always forecast,
it seems hugely shortsighted to impede on that.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Gregory Olsen
Email: gjoesq@icloud.com
Phone: 04-6833-8577

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

DISTRIBUTED ENERGY RESOURCES INTEGRATION - UPDATING REGULATORY ARRANGEMENTS
SUBMISSION

Greetings AEMC,

| do not support charging or restricting in any way, apart from network, grid and supply security
reasons, the generation, self use and export of any electricity from renewable energy sources, in
particular solar panels.

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale price of electricity and can provide network benefits by
supplying local energy. Therefore more rooftop solar in the system should deliver cheaper
electricity prices are for all consumers, even those who have no solar panels.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Sadly, the gird is not fit for purpose in a decentralised, distributed electricity future of the 21st
century. The gold plating the grid several years ago, failed to address a time when stationary, large
scale fossil fuel generated electricity would become less prevalent in a decentralised, distributed
renewable energy future.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

My household exports clean electricity from our solar panel array. This displaces the polluting and
costly electricity generation from fossil fuels. Neither I, nor any solar panel owner, should be
penalised for moving Australia into a C02-e constrained future.

| urge you to reject any costs on the export of electricity generated by clean energy sources, in
particular solar panels, at a domestic and small scale level.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Doug Foskey

Email: lemans4@internode.on.net
Phone: 61-4084-8094

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

| have a solar system originally installed many years ago. We use as much self generated energy as
possible, but still export some. My generation is voltage controlled, so reduces when grid voltage
increases. My system is also designed to maximise generation in the late afternoon. | feel it would be
unfair to not pay for my exported power, or to not allow reasonable exports. My energy retailer,
Enova wants to have access to my green power.

The energy system needs to encompass solar generation by soaking the excess into storage (such as
pumped Hydro). With computer technology now, it should be possible to design a system that can
forecast likely generation so use is enabled.

Also by designing active use of excess power & load shifting, excess generation should not be a
problem. Why cannot we look to Aluminium smelting with variable loading (or other industrial
processes) to soak excess power up at an advantageous rate instead of penalizing small generators?
It seems that we Australians are not using our historic problem solving idea to make use of this
power instead of wasting it by either penalizing generators for excess power or by generation
shedding. Please let us become innovators again!

There is a need to move to 100% sustainable power to save our planet for our children.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Anthony HOARE
Email: hoarlant@gmail.com
Phone: 04-1209-5903

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

I'm lost for words! This is yet another money grab by power to fleece the poor (the rest of us) again.
You will NOT 'consider' this outrageous, make the rich richer scheme under any circumstances. Is
AEMC getting a kick-back??? | guess the answer is clear.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: SN
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

If you take the wholesale price of vegetables and compare that to the retail price, the markup is 50%
or thereabouts. Now , make the comparison to electricity at $85.00 / megawatt or 8.5c /Kwh . Even
on the cheaper scale of 34c /Kwh peak rate and off peak 28c / Kwh, off peak rate markup is 329% .
Added to that the daily supply charge of $1.00 per day is a disgrace ,opportunistic at best. Talk about
a lack of corporate ethics . These same people are now suggesting that to install a smart meter
which was necessary for meter reading automation, requires an on going service charge.

At one stage the electricity lobby was asking for a higher rate for customers who lived further away
for the power stations due to transmission losses. Now when the generator is local ei. rooftop solar,
the charge is to feed in not take out. The industry should be encouraging rooftop solar not penalising
it.

In conclusion | urge you to not adopt this ill considered tax on domestic solar systems.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Dick Crompton
Email: godirect2@gmail.com
Phone: 04-0770-6951

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

A sun tax is a ridiculous idea. | fully realise it is an issue for grid authorities but we need more solar
energy and incentives for batteries. A battery per household would go a long way to solving the issue
of solar at night and cloudy days. Surely this is obvious....



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Ann Harben

Email: annieharben@gmail.com
Phone: 04-0863-1556

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

| am a pensioner and my solar system makes it more affordable to use my airconditioner in the
extremes of winter and summer.

If I have to pay a tax to sell my surplus then | most likely wona€™t use my air conditioner in those
extreme times.

| am 67 and have an underlying medical condition.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [
Email: I
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Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

| feel, and this is backed by research, that there is benefit to all with rooftop solar adding to the
energy supply.

It is unfair that clean solar energy export would be charged when dirty power (coal, gas) is not.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Robin Stori

Email: rdstorie@gmail.com
Phone: 04-3177-9374

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Better getting rid of subsidies than taxing export. May be tax income instead. Why do you always
come after little guy. If a power company owned a solar farm u would not tax what they export. Only
the profit after they have artificially reduced it.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [
Email: I
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Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

Surely there would be an incentive for having solar and connecting to the grid -NOT a tax!



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: |
Email: I
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Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:
Hello,

| am writing to let you know that | oppose any charges on individual households for exporting solar
energy back into the grid.

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

There is no reason why individuals who are doing their best to create a carbon-neutral economy
should be forced to pay, while huge companies that spew carbon dioxide into the environment and
destroy the environment and sacred sites receive our taxpayer money as subsidies.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: I
Email: I
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Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

| am concerned by reports that AEMC is considering the introduction of a charge for export of
residential PV power to the electricity grid.

That power companies and government agencies in California, with its power grid under severe
strain from the heat wave and fires over the past weeks, called on residents with rooftop solar and
batteries to release stored power to the grid presents a vital message for Australia.

With low feed-in tariffs, and falling costs of installing batteries, exporting surplus power from
residential PV systems is becoming progressively less attractive. Introduction of a charge to export
power to the grid - in addition to the service availability charge that is levied already - would act as a
significant disincentive to export power.

As more residential PV system owners move to install battery storage, such disincentives to export
would greatly diminish the capacity for power utilities and government agencies in Australia to call
on the distributed power stored in those residential systems to support the grid in the event of
challenges such as those being faced in California now, and indeed in Australia last summer.

Rather than introducing a charge that would act to reduce access to that stored power, AEMC should
ensure that the capacity to integrate distributed stored power with the grid management system is
maximised.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: I
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Submission:

We need more renewables, not less.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Alistair Coulstock
Email: acoulstock@gmail.com
Phone: 04-2031-2982

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:
Dear Sir madam,
| am writing to let you know | oppose the proposed AEMC sun tax.

This is extremely unfair and only panders to the big business's who are lobbying hard to keep their
profits from fossil fuels high at the expanse of the community, individuals who have made an effort
to contribute to the carbon issue and the environment.

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

Yours faithfully

Alistair Coulstock



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Peter Chipperfield

Email: petechipper@hotmail.com
Phone: 03-5975-7974

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Youa€™ve got to be kidding! Wea€™ve paid for our solar, wed€™re doing our bit to save the
environment and the economy. And you want to slug us more!

Listen to the scientists , listen to the people. Do the right thing , take the longer view and you
wona€™t need to tax us more because it will cost less to achieve a better result anyway.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Christine Simons

Email: csimons48@hotmail.com
Phone: 03-6254-1024

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

| think it is very unfair to charge people to put power from solar panels back into the grid. Talk about
favouring the big companies against ordinary people! 1ta€™s exploitative and undemocratic.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Chris Samundsett

Email: chris.samundsett@anu.edu.au
Phone: 04-2848-9811

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

This proposal is total anathema for any informed individual. The responses required to the
existential threat of anthropogenic climate change must encourage and support the adoption of
clean energy technology.

This suggestion is so utterly inappropriate it seems like something one of Rupert Murdochs
lubricious employees would formulate.

Thoroughly disgusting and despicable.
Thanks for your consideration.
Cheers,

Chris



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Ross Mewton

Email: rtmewton@hotmail.com
Phone: 04-0823-9081

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

A tax on solar power generation penalizes clean energy providers and would be a setback for
greenhouse gas reduction



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Diana Eriksen
Email: diadar2@gmail.com
Phone: 04-4841-0113

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

| installed solar many years ago to reduce my household running costs as well as sell clean energy to
the grid. | consider the idea of charging me for my contribution the nastiest, biased piece of
legislation and unfairly designed to make going solar unattractive and boosting the cause of dirty
coal



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Marilyn frost

Email: frot_marilyn@hotmail.com
Phone: 08-8365-4845

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

| have just paid over $6000 for solar panels and so far have only received a $20.00 subsidy. How is it
fair for AEMC to charge a tax on this miserable amount. | feel it is a greedy money grab.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [
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Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

| paid tax in the form of GST when | got my solar panels installed. | pay tax to e ATO on my earnings.
These are fair taxes on man-made products and services. But YOU did not make the sun. It's rays are
free from God for us all to enjoy. | am tired of greedy corporations and CEQ's and politicians
motivated by greed and self serving regulations. If you want to charge for solar energy being put
back into the grid, then pay me for the infrastructure on my roof that enables that to happen. Oh,
that's right. Charge the ordinary person, but don't pay them! Give us a break. No tax on the sun.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Michelle Murch

Email: michellemurch49z@mac.com
Phone: 02-9559-1059

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

It is unfair to consider charging households/clubs etc for power exported to the grid. This power that
is generated via rooftop solar is cleaner and greener than most other commercially generated
power and has been installed at the ownera€™s expense.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Malcolm Green

Email: smartpay.energy@gmail.com
Phone: 04-2521-8250

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

As a very long-term proponent of solar energy...my first project was the first grid-connected solar
system in Victorian 1993, | put forward that any kind of cost associated with transmitting solar
power through the distribution/transmission network would add impediment to the current speedy
roll-out of this very effective and clean technology. My interest to promote solar energy came from
concern of the effect of Greenhouse gasses on the environment, plus currently it is a very attractive
economic proposition for residential customers and it would be good if this was to continue. | note
that fossil fuel electricity generators do not have to pay to export their electricity. also | note a study
by UNSW for the energy security board that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar
on the network.



Name of Organisation: NIL
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Submission:

There should not be a tax on exporting solar power. The grid voltage an be easily managed by DNSPs
who require export limits and power factor correction through inverters. Using fleet control systems
to turn systems down/off is also an option for large commercial systems. This is currently being
implemented through a scheme in South Australia. Charing for exporting solar lowers the ROl on
solar installations and will result in lower private investment in the grid and higher power prices



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: DOROTHY GODSK

Email: dorothygodsk@bigpond.com
Phone: 04-0353-9607

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Do the right thing...Do not charge for clean solar energy. Solar citizens only do what is right for our
universe by installing solar energy to make a difference .



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: |
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Submission:

| do not think it is fair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid
when big dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

Please consider a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Rosemary Strijbos
Email: rastrijpos@hotmail.com
Phone: 04-1432-1828

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Why should we pay a tax on something that the power companies are getting for a minimal cost and
are yet getting Hugh profits from selling in bad to us when we need it.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: NN
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

Don't really understand why people giving their excess solar power to the grid should be charged for
it!



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Wendy Harfield

Email: wharfield@hotmail.com
Phone: 04-5610-9138

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

you've got to be kidding, charging a tax for the clean energy we produce. | have installed solar as a
way to reduce the the use of fossil fuels. this is a cost that | was prepared to make to reduce my
carbon foot print.. we have a government who | am so ashamed of who does not give a damn about
the future if the planet. as a private citizen | made the choice to do something that supports
sustainable energy and now you want to punish me. shame on you.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Liz Sweeting

Email: elizabethmacrae@bigpond.com
Phone: 04-0725-3689

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

| do not think that home owners who have already made a significant investment in clean energy
should then be punished by being taxed for their efforts. | should not be punished financially for
trying to reduce our carbon footprint Tax the big carbon producing instead



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Brett Mashado

Email: brettmashado@hotmail.com
Phone: 04-0761-7993

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

| should be able to sell my solar.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:
Dear Sir/Madam,

In an age of dwindling natural resources and rising greenhouse gases, why is it that the fossil fuel
industry gets a carte blanche to pollute the environment and solar rooftop owners have to foot the
bill for producing clean energy? Shouldn't it be that polluters pay and clean energy providers get an
incentive to produce more clean energy? As a public entity, you have an obligation to perform the
will of the people. Which people want you to disincentivize solar power? Certainly not a majority of
the Australian public. As a voting member of the Australian public, | am making it clear to you that |
don't want solar power producers to be charged for providing power to the grid.

Yours Sincerely,



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: su carlisle-jones
Email: baantsu@yahoo.com
Phone: 04-1478-0315

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Are you seriously taxing people for sunlight? My bill has not changed since | got solar power, do | get
paid for not making you import from me?? Getting stupider every day.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Michael Guerin

Email: mdg50@bigpond.net.au
Phone: 04-1839-9652

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

No tax on solar.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Val martin

Email: tiglmartin@gmail.com
Phone: 08-7087-1178

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:
| do not want to pay a tax on the sun.
| have a contract for 25 years with AGL for my feed in tariff at a set price.

This is pure greed.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Frank Simpson

Email: simpsonf@melbpc.org.au
Phone: 04-8831-5448

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:
Renewable solar energy exporters to the grid should not be charged because

1. Itis unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

2. There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

3. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale price of electricity and can provide network benefits by
supplying local energy.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Alex Whiteside - 25 Hyndes Rd Port Huon TAS 7116 Whiteside
Email: ak_whiteside@iinet.net.au

Phone: 03-6294-2239

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

The sun tax is the final proof that democracy only works if we have and educated electorate and
confirms that our politicians are morally bankrupt :

The Dunedin study is right, the apple never falls far from the tree.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [
Email: I
Phone: I

I to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

The feed in tariff should be fair and recognise the environmental and other benefits provided by
households who have rooftop solar at no cost to the energy networks. By using sunshine we will
have a much cleaner energy source that is cost effective unlike the use of coal as an energy source.
Please NO SUN TAX!!



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

Given that the power exported to the grid by solar owners is then, in most cases, effectively on sold
by the distributors at a significant margin, perhaps the distributor should pay the solar owners for
that exported power, as the solar owners are effectively making money for the distributors.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: I
Email: I
Phone: [N

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:
Dear Sirs

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

It is an reactionary and cynical proposition to even consider taxing solar owners for returning energy
to the grid, particularly if it is supported by political interests that consistently expound a policy of no
new taxes. It seems that the real intention of this proposal is to facilitate monopolistically-inclined
commercial energy suppliers to increase their hold over a captive market by intimidating or
discouraging domestic consumers who might wish to install solar panels or add more panels to their
houses. However, it should be noted that not only domestic consumers will be disadvantaged: a
large number of both small and large commercial premises, including supermarkets, factories, and
office buildings have factored the returns from solar panels into their overall business plan. The
proposed tax will not only be disruptive to their business bottom line, but could potentially affect
their future viability which has been made more precarious by the impact of the Corona virus.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Christine Morris
Email: Cstorie65@gmail.com
Phone: 04-0952-1998

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Charging solar owners for exporting to the grid is totally unfair. | am a solar owner. | spent $10,000
on my panels to protect the environment. This energy, along with the electricity generated by other
homes with solar is making electricity cheaper for everyone. We have already forked out thousands
of dollars. Why should we be charged again?

My solar panels feed energy into the grid for which my tenants, yes, tenants, not me, get only 15
cents feed in tariff back, yet energy they buy costs more than double that. So the system is already
unfair.

And as a landlord, my $10K investment doesn't benefit me at all.
1. Tenants do not pay more rent for homes with solar panels.

2. My tenants are benefiting about $100/month on reduced electricity bills. If | lived there, I'd pay
my panels off in about 9 years.

3. | get neither the benefit of lower electricity nor of feed in tariff. | will never recoup this money.

So, what about me? | did the right thing by spending $10,000 to help the environment. | receive no
direct benefit either in lower bills or tariffs. Am [ still going to have to find the money to pay a sun
tax? From where?

A much better idea would be to charge a tax on electricity created from sources that harm the
environment, such as coal and gas. Taxing only electricity from damaging sources and investing it in
research and development could fund despatchable clean energy storage and help us transition
quickly to a sustainable, energy secure future.

And fix the grid. We should be storing, not wasting clean energy. The AEMC should be rejoicing in an
oversupply of renewable energy supplied by infrastructure basically donated by the public. Charge
the companies who are making a profit by polluting the environment. Don't charge the public who
are doing the right thing.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Merle Hathaway

Email: merle.hathaway@bigpond.com
Phone: 04-1932-4042

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Some years ago | paid $6,000 to have solar panels on my roof. Then and now, | did this because |
wanted to contribute to reducing carbon emissions, and helping make a cleaner Australia.

It is most unfair to make me pay again - it is time for the Government to play its role in addressing
climate change.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [N
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

| do not support the idea that solar owners should be taxed when exporting energy to the grid. This
is a bad idea. A feed-in tax would disincentivise people from investing in solar energy systems.
Installing roof-top solar panels is the quickest and easiest way to increase Australia's energy
production without increasing CO2 output. It doesn't require any form of planning permission and
lengthy development costs as does other forms of new energy production. It would also be an
inconsistent tax as other forms of energy are not taxed when they export to the grid. The large gap
between current feed in tariffs and supply tariffs charged by energy retailers is more than enough to
fund and modification to be made to networks to allow for increased solar feed-in.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

| paid a substantial amount of money in the early days to install Panels and to tax the export is
ridiculous. | provide energy into the Grid for when demand is needed especially in Summerfor a
modest rebate to cover my install cost. It would not be worth keeping Solar if it is Taxed. Electricity
in South Australia is expensive when compared to the rest of the world already and we struggle to
pay for it even with Solar propping u the dated Coal polluting stations.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:
Dear AEMC
A solar tax is a horrible Idea

We need to be increasing solar and renewable uptake as fast as possible to avoid the worst of global
warming.

Batteries and other grid stabalising technology needs to be urgently invested in to fix any issues, not
taxing solar.

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

Thanks



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

This is so unfair. We are giving them free power and now they want to charge us for a free item.
[ta€™s time they paid us.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Damien McKeown

Email: Damien49@bigpond.net.au
Phone: 04-2788-2104

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

With the effects of climate change becoming evident & the facts adding up to the urgent necessity
to clean up our act. Evidence is showing that for us to possibly even survive as a species at the rate
we are consuming the nature resources & nature itself is that we must act now. The incompetence
of even putting forward or suggesting this tax shows hidden agendas & corruption. LOOK AT THE
FACTS... The neglect in the industry for coal & power retailing to be profiteering is obvious. Don't be
the one whom is labelled by there grand kids as giving them no future... billions is being siphoned
off.. Disgraceful



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: John Shean

Email: mrshean49@gmail.com
Phone: 08-8298-6246

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

| cannot believe that those who have spent thousands installing solar panels are going to have to pay
to supply the grid, what a scam . | vehemently disagree with this proposal.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: I
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:
To the Australian Energy and Market Commission,

Please drop any new proposals to charge solar owners for exporting clean energy back to the grid, It
is time to move forward towards a bright future reliant on sun and wind for energy. CSG and coal are
heavy contributors to climate change, which is increasing at an alarming rate now.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

Thank you for your time,

Yours Sincerely,



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: lan Coghlan

Email: jignyen@gmail.com
Phone: 04-6671-8014

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

| urge the Australian Energy Market Commission (AEMC) who is considering new proposals to charge
solar owners for exporting clean energy back to the grid not to do so. It is clear that we need clean
energy. Climate science continues to warn us of the need to reduce carbon emissions so that we do
not experience severe and abrupt climate change. The government needs to support reducing
carbon emissions by supporting clean energy such as solar and wind. As a citizen | strongly urge
government agencies to support the widespread community call for climate action. Please act to
protect the environment and fulfil your roll as public servants who are entrusted to uphold the call
by the majority of citizens of this nation who have requested prompt action on climate change.

Sincerely, Dr 1.J. Coghlan



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: David Bushnell
Email: dybarkh@gmail.com
Phone: 02-4475-6892

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

It is bad policy's to expect rooftop solar modules to have to pay some company to upload their
power into a power service



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: |
Email S
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

This is a deliberate money grab by greedy people. When these solar panels were installed, people
were led to believe that they could expect cheaper electricity, help the grid and the environment.
Now, many of these same people are pensioners who can not afford to pay more for basic
necessities.

Shameful to even consider doing this.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [N
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:
Charging household solar owners specifically to export energy into the grid is a retrograde step.

The solar feed-in tariff that | receive in Victoria is now around half the off-peak tariff and one-third
the peak tariff that | pay for using electricity from the grid. Surely the energy that my solar system
provides to the grid, mainly at peak times, is worth more than this. To further reduce the value of my
energy by charging an additional feed-in fee is unfair and ludicrous.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale price of electricity and can provide network benefits by
supplying local energy, reducing the strain on long distance transmission wires. Research from the
Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all energy consumers
far outweighs the added network costs.

It is also unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
power companies don't have to pay for exporting.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

At this moment in history, Federal, State and local governments should be encouraging ita€™s
citizens to adopt solar panels whenever and wherever they can. Solar, wind and other forms of
renewable energy should be embraced, in fact required on all new buildings, domestic and
commercial. Coal is on ita€™s way out and look at the saving on the National Health System with
the reduction of respiratory illnesses associated with a dirty polluting fossil fuel industry. A Sun Tax is
the most draconian and regressive idea | have ever heard of, obviously the fossil fuel industry can
see that their massive profits are under threat. Stop this nonsense and knock it on the head right
now.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: N
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

Surely this is not a country that is going backwards. This will be the case if the AEMC goes ahead
with the proposal of charging solar owners for exporting CLEAN energy back to the grid. One might
assume that the AEMC has vested interests in Coal energy!



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Terry Hurley

Email: terryjhurley1945@gmail.com
Phone: 04-8872-4539

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

| am writing to protest against the proposed move to charge a fee for solar households to sell
unused power to the grid..will make only one point.. We who got on board with solar performed a
vital role..we got the whole momentum thing happening..later converters helped to create the
critical to allow solar to demonstrate that

it is the cheapest way to generate power.. We got the ball rolling ..don't penalise us.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Michael Groom
Email: groom.mr@gmail.com
Phone: 04-2788-4217

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

My solar input to the grid is actually saving the energy companies dollars ! Mallacoota is at the end
of the line the power drop over such a large distance is not insignificant! My input into the grid is
sold on by the energy retailers they charge retail prices to other consumers, essentially the
generation costs are nill | Energy retailers are on the gravy train, charging as much as they can, not
charging a fair price ! Absolute greed!



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: |
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

Solar owners should not be charged for exporting to the grid!



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Elisabeth Dark

Email: elisabethdark@iinet.net.au
Phone: 04-1712-7227

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

| have a small array of solar panels on my rooftop. It seems the AEMC intends to punish me for my
foresight in having done this. They are old and | have considered upgrading them with up-to-date
technology, but AEMC's plan to charge me for my solar exports is a major disincentive.

The feed-in tariff should recognise the environmental and health benefit of solar, along with the
network savings that solar provides to the grid.

| export clean, renewable power to the grid. The added network costs are not major. In fact,
research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated.

There is no justification for the proposal to charge solar owners for exporting their clean energy to
the grid.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [N
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

Exporting clean energy without penalty is one important step in encouraging people to do the right
thing. | do not agree to my tax payers money being spent in encouraging dirty energy, and especially
if it is not fair and equal to ALL forms of electricity and energy generation. You should be spending
OUR money discouraging the use of dirty fuels not the opposite! | paid extra to ensure | can export
electricity for the benefit of all, to be charged for doing the right thing is both morally and
environmentally wrong.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: James Moran

Email: jimllmoran@gmail.com
Phone: 02-8407-6133

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Solar roof panels, that have batteries and an computer control to feed electricity, when ita€™s
needed; it a form dispatch-able has power. Much better

than the billion dollar handout to the coal companies!



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: joe wacher

Email: wachejoe@yahoo.com.au
Phone: 02-4756-4375

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Come on cobbers you have got to be joking, you honestly believe that taxing people who have put
their own money into helping supply electricity locally (ie a tiny part of the grid) at the same time
helping to pushdown prices and postponing the need for new centralised generation capacity is fair.
| can not believe that integrating domestic solar into the grid is an unsolvable problem in this day
and age so give us break and pull the the other one so instead of taxing us give us a reasonable
export price based on all the benefits of supplying renewable energy. thankyou for giving these
thoughts consideration.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

We have a strong opinion that is backed by scientists across the world that burning fossil fuels for
energy is causing climate change and will ultimately destroy life on this planet sooner than later. Like
many people we have installed solar panels and batteries, at our own cost, to reduce our
consumption of fossil fuel based energy.

We are aware of the recent by UNSW research that shows the opposite to the argument that
changing to solar power will cause those who cannot afford solar panels to pay more for their
electricity.

It is inconrehensible that the government continues to support dirty coal energy, and now wants to
allow the big fossil fuel companies to charge people who are in fact freely providing solar based
energy to the grid that can be used by all consumers.

Please scrap this proposal as it is unfair and will benefit only the big coal based energy companies. It
is not in the interest of the Australian people or the environment.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Rob Vail

Email: robvail1954@gmail.com
Phone: 04-2305-9914

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Why am |, as a rooftop solar customer, to be charged a sun tax for my clean energy? | am already
subsidizing the grid due to the low feed in tariff | receive. My surplus energy is resold to other
customers at triple the price | am paid!

Why are big dirty coal and gas power stations not taxed? Is it because they donate to powerful
political parties?

Surely the AEMC can innovate & use our growing clean energy to benefit all Aussies without
imposing an onerous & unjustified sun tax?



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: JULIEANNE BOWES
Email: juelsb69@gmail.com
Phone: 04-3280-6336

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

If you have rooftop solar, you can add the impact that charging you for solar exports would have on
your household.

And... 3€"you have got to be kidding, this is very unfair 13€™



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Bob Reilly

Email: breilly2468@hotmail.com
Phone: 03-5561-1401

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Keep your greedy, grubby hands off our solar



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Peter Westley
Email: peter@westley.id.au
Phone: 04-0044-7742

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

This is a pretty stock sbmission but | want to d my voice o those concerned about being lumped wih
a solar tax which is, in my opinion, a truly regressive step when it comes to Australia being a smart,
energy and environmentally smart country.

| note the following:

- Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

- It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

- Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

- There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

- | have rooftop solar and it was a high-personal-cost investment for me to enable me to reduce my
long term energy bills and contribte to the world global energy consumption reuction in aid of
reducing global warming. A tax on my solar would significantly negatively impact my energy financial
viability.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

This proposal of charging owners of solar panels for exporting energy into the grid, is frankly
pathetic. | have solar panels, | am proud of the contribution | make from a small 1.5kw system. This
proposal shows how afraid the big companies are, of people having control over their own power.
It's also why the fuel companies are so afraid of EVs. | say, power to the people! | think, instead of
dreaming up this mean, vindictive proposal, more attention should be paid to providing solar to
public housing, to investing in battery technology, and to distributing the grid. Solar power is the
future, and this proposal does nothing to encourage its growth. Shame! on AEMC for such lack of
innovative thought.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Martin Siegrist

Email: siegrist@melbpc.org.au
Phone: 03-9720-2940

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Why should the small solar (renewable) energy producer pay tax, if the big polluters don't? If you
drive through the suburbs, you see on the majority of houses some solarpanels,But some politicians
can't recognise solar panels are peoples preferred options!? From whom do they get the money??



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Vicky Carter

Email: ginavic75@hotmail.com
Phone: 04-1318-7188

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

No tax on solar



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: |
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners like ourselves to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid
when big dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefits of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Michael Niemira-Dowjat

Email: MichaelNiemira@yahoo.com.au
Phone: 04-6848-0356

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Veto this garbage, solar energy should be encouraged by every means possible, not punished.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Felix MacNeill

Email: FelixMacNeill@outlook.com
Phone: 04-7803-2167

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Initial high feed-in tarrifs some years ago were a necessary and effective tool to create sufficient
scale to significantly lower the cost of domestic PV. | appreciate that, with that vital goal now
achieved, overly generous feed-in tarrifs are no longer appropriate and solar owners should only be
paid a fair commercial price for power they export to the grid.

But to punish solar owners with what amounts to a solar tax in efect through inflated grid
connection charges is going much too far.

Domestic PV continues to help lower emissions and electricity prices for all consumers, as well as
reducing peak system loads, so it should not be actively discouraged.

While solar owners must be willing to pay their fair share of the cost of the necessary upgrades and
changes that are required to build a modern, less monolithic and renewables-adapted generation,
storage and transmission system, they should not be punished for taking an action that is beneficial
to the whole community as well as themselves.

The need to transform our entire energy system in order to reduce the harms of climate change is so
urgent that any retrograde step, such as excessive charges for PV owners is poor policy that is likely
to have perverse side-effects. Surely we can do better than that.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:
Hello AEMC.

| understand that your organisation is considering a charge be applied on those Australian
households and businesses that have invested in solar energy supply for the grid.

| strongly ask you to not recommend that any financial impost be put on those who have made a
commitment to support clean green energy from the sun.

Why add a further cost and disincentive to renewable energy production at the private and business
level? People should be encouraged to support a sustainable energy system. The existential danger
we all are already grappling from fossil fuel induced global warming and climate change requires
very urgent investment in renewable energy systems.

| have been a supporter of solar energy for 35 years. While not supplying energy to the grid | have
had an offgrid solar system my entire life as a homeowner. Everything should be done to encourage
green energy, not the adding of another hurdle.

Yours sincerely



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Terry Holdom

Email: artsend69@gmail.com
Phone: 02-4930-1479

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

NO SUN TAX. NO COAL FIRED POWER STATION DONATTION



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Peter Franklin

Email: peterjfranklin@gmail.com
Phone: 04-2728-4889

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid. Solar
owners should be given every encouragement not disincentives.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Guy Metcalfe

Email: stainless31@hotmail.com
Phone: 04-1029-3586

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

| have just spent my own hard earned money to try and reduce my electricity bill and carbon for
print.

| paid tax as well so why are you favouring companies that pay little to no tax and send profits
overseas to drill for dinosaur farts to power our houses.

The sun is free and hassle free.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: N
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

Charging to export to the grid and provide Clean renewable energy to the community is not fair.
Charging for nothing is ridiculous. Why. I? To make more money? For the government? Are you not
collecting tax for the well-being of your people? If we are providing clean energy to stop digging up
dirty energy, should we not be rewarded? Not charged!?



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: S Peace

Email: twopeaces@bigpond.com
Phone: 03-5873-5364

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Lenore Roberts

Email: lenoreroberts2@bigpond.com
Phone: 04-9046-1402

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

It is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting. Ita€™s about time that you stop penalising
solar owners, and start subsidising solar power and electric cars. The rest of the world has moved on
with solar, why arena€™t we, technically we are lagging behind the rest of the world



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Mike Eisenblatter
Email: snakattak@gmail.com
Phone: 04-1903-8770

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Just as the large energy generators can offer their 4€ceproducta€l to the electricity market without
paying the distribution cost currently borne by the end user, | expect | am part of a commercial, level
playing field where my SEG output (product) HAS to be offered to the market (my choice of
retailersa€™ feed-in offers) in the same way, without any form of separate surcharge for delivering it
into the network.

The ACCC would, | believe, regard such additional financial burden to my personally capitalised cost
base and unfairly diminish my returns.

| note the a€cecostsa€ll are sought not by retailers or even large generators, but the distributors, i.e.
the carriers. Any distribution cost recovery is legislated to require business case submissions to the
regulator/market operator for assessment to determine any, across the board, price rises that can
be justified and applied to the distribution charge. In all cases those charges have been applied to
the consumers (via competing retail offers), and to change that method of application the
regulator/operator may need to deal with a class action ACCC complaint about disruptive market
interference and cartel influence which may then involve, unwittingly, the retailers as co-defendants
as fellow cartel participants.

This a€cetaxa€l proposal cannot pass the AEMC without bringing the attention of the ACCC to
ita€™s anti-competitive behaviour.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Bob Jayco

Email: bobjayco65@gmail.com
Phone: 04-0395-5172

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

No where in the world has any government considered such as measure . This a punitive tax to
maintain the coal industry and reduce the efforts by Australians to reduce our carbon footprint and
reduce our contribution and effect on climate change. This is a typical example of government and
Coal industry to lock this country into an energy system which is now more expensive to deliver and
damages the enviroment. We submit the following points.

1. Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

2.1t is unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the grid when big
dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

3.Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

4.There should be a fair feed-in tariff that recognises the environmental and health benefit of solar,
along with the network savings that solar provides to the grid.

5. A tax on Solar .. mean a tax on the households that have made capital investments to reduce their
energy bill. Considering such a tax during this corona virus epidemic and a recession is moronic.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Maurice Ladgrove
Email: annemoz@yahoo.com.au
Phone: 04-6848-1646

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

It would be a total disregard for the environment if a sun tax was introduced anywhere or anytime in
Australia. Total destruction of the solar installation small businesses would be totally unacceptable
in these times of huge unemployment also.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Leith Mudge

Email: leithmudge@gmail.com
Phone: 04-1471-6903

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Network providers have had many years to prepare the grid for the impact of rooftop solar and now
want to charge solar owners to do what is providing benefits to the whole community. Solar owners
should not be charged for the lack of foresight and planning by network operators.

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Dianne Schahinger
Email: dianne.ds14@gmail.com
Phone: 04-0652-1514

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

People should be encouraged to use renewable clean energy and not be taxed for doing what's
right! Energy produced from fossil fuels should be taxed to discourage it's use and switch to clean
energy!



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Dorothy White

Email: dew12@ozemail.com.au
Phone: 02-6942-2173

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Taxng solar power providers sounds like a cynical proposal to me. Solar doesn't harm people's
health like dirty coal-fired power does,and it is not taxed, is it?



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [
Email: I
Phone: I

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: No

Submission:

As pensioners who, at our own expense, had a small rooftop solar system installed to help save
money on our electricity bill and to help reduce our carbon footprint, we are most disturbed at the
thought of having to pay a 'sun tax. We consider that we are helping the environment and the
energy system by the few bits we export to the grid.

Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide to all
energy consumers far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the wholesale
price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.

We believe it's totally unfair for solar owners to be charged to export clean, renewable power to the
grid when big dirty power companies don't have to pay for exporting.

UNSW's research for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the networks has
been overestimated, and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.

The environmental and health benefits of solar should be recognised, along with the network
savings that solar provides to the grid, with fair feed-in tariff's rather than being punished.

Instead of a sun tax perhaps a carbon pollution tax should apply to help support a fair transition
away from fossil fuels usage in favour of renewables.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Michael O'Meara

Email: michael.j.omeara@gmail.com
Phone: 04-0981-5629

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

| put on solar power back in 2002 to try and limit the amount of power | imported from the grid thus
reducing thus reducing my greenhouse gas emissions to try and limit the effects of climate
change.Even with a reduction of price of around $7500 due to subsidies | had to pay about $13000
dollars for a 1.5 kw system. | get paid the 66¢ feed in tariff but electricity retailers have been able to
increase the price of electricity and the supply charge while | am not allowed to increase the size of
my system or add battery storage. | therefore think it is extremely unfair to add an export charge to
my bill as in reality it is people within my own neighbourhood who gain the benefit of any export
from my system . My system is only small and so | do not export a lot of power so an export fee
would nullify the feed in tariff | currently receive and make me reconsider whether it is worth
sticking with my current system or enlarging the system and adding battery storage to get more
value from my solar. | hope you take these thoughts into consideration before making your decision
. Thanks Michael O'Meara



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Kate Brandon

Email: kate.brandon@ymail.com
Phone: 04-0496-1082

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Investing your own salary to install solar and generating your own energy from the sun should be
compensated by the government, not taxed by it. Federal government needs to recognize what
state and local governments already know, that switching to solar generated and renewable energy
is one of the fastest and most efficient ways to switch to a zero carbon emission Economy and stop
the decline of our climate that will impact human life on the planet.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Roger Hancock

Email: rmburnett@adam.com.au
Phone: 04-1318-7038

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

What gives government or energy suppliers the right to tax energy from the sun. Next they will be
taxing air.

If this happens the Government will rue the day and have the the biggest revolt that has existed in
this country.

The peasants will be revolting.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Irma Morrone

Email: irma.morr@gmail.com
Phone: 03-0404-0313

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Charging people because they are using clean energy instead of dirty coal is a disgrace.whats this
world coming to no this is so wrong, if you charge people for having solar we will all get it you guys
will go broke



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Jan Mitchell

Email: jan.mitchell2021@gmail.com
Phone: 04-2998-7195

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:
Dear AEMC,

| strongly disapprove of taxing people for feeding their eloectricity back into the grid. It is a product
we should be paid more for. My payments for the electricity | export to the grid have fallen from a
slightly excessive 60cents per kwh 11 years ago to a measly 12.7 cents. If this falls any further, my
intention to buy home battery storage will be triggered. If a cost to me is introduced for putting
electricity into the power grid, | will consider cutting off from the grid altogether.



Name of Organisation: NIL
Name: Karen Busch

Email: buschermit@hotmail.com
Phone: 04-0049-9950

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

Charging people a tax for exporting their solar power is so unjust. Already we are charged high daily
service fees. We in Victoria gain a meagre 10.2 cents per kWh that is exported, but are charged 31
cents per kWh.

Choosing to have a solar array is a big decision and one of the reasons for having solar power is to
lesson the need for fossil fuel consumption. Solar should be encouraged, NOT TAXED.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Adrian Moss

Email: adrian@activesystems.com.au
Phone: 04-2300-4387

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:

No tax for supplying energy back to the grid



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: Darryl Datson

Email: dazzlenhooliedatson@bigpond.com.au
Phone: 04-2757-9532

Permission to publish submission on AEMC website with name or contact information: Yes

Submission:
My AEMC Sun Tax Submission

| believe that it is unfair to charge solar owners to export the clean, renewable solar power that they
produce to the grid. Especially when big dirty power companies do not pay to export their power.

There should be a fair feed-in tariff paid that recognise the environmental and health benefits of
solar, along with the network savings that solar provides the grid.

Research conducted by UNSW for the Energy Security Board shows that the impact of solar on the
networks has been overestimated and that there are cheap and simple ways of enabling more solar.
Finally, Research from the Victoria Energy Policy Centre shows that the benefit solar owners provide
to all energy consumers, far outweighs the added network costs. Rooftop solar drives down the
wholesale price of electricity and can provide network benefits by supplying local energy.



Name of Organisation: NIL

Name: [
Email: I
Phone: I

Permissio