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I am a Queensland homeowner who has recently invested in battery storage to support the energy transition, and I am concerned about how the proposed rule changes may affect the value of that investment.

1. Introduction
I am a residential electricity consumer in Queensland with a long-standing investment in rooftop solar and a recent investment in battery storage.
· My solar system (2.8 kW) has been in operation for over 20 years and continues to perform effectively. 
· In [year], I invested $13,490 (supply and installation) in a home battery system (GoodWe inverter and Lynx D G2 batteries), partly supported by an Australian government subsidy intended to encourage uptake of consumer energy resources (CER). 
· The battery system has a rated usable capacity of approximately 48 kWh. 
I am writing to express my opposition to the draft rule Enhancing distribution network planning & reporting (ERC0410), particularly due to concerns about the impact of dynamic export limits and associated pricing changes on consumers like myself.

2. Investment Decisions Were Made Under Existing Policy Signals
My decision to invest in battery storage was influenced by:
· Government incentives promoting battery uptake 
· Policy messaging encouraging households to support the energy transition 
· The expectation that distributed energy resources would be supported as part of the future energy system 
The draft determination itself recognises that consumer energy resources are expected to play a significant and growing role in the electricity system, and that network planning frameworks need to evolve accordingly.
While my decision was not purely financial, financial viability was still a key consideration, and the investment was borderline even with available incentives.

3. Concern: Changes May Reduce the Value of Existing Investments
The draft rule proposes changes intended to improve how distribution networks plan for and integrate CER, including better visibility and more flexible operational approaches.
However, in practice, these changes may enable:
· Increased reliance on dynamic export limits, and 
· Network pricing or access arrangements that reduce the value of exported energy 
The draft determination emphasises improving efficiency and flexibility in network utilisation, but from a consumer perspective, this may translate into:
· Reduced ability to export energy when it is most valuable 
· Increased uncertainty about future returns 
This creates a real risk that consumers who have already invested in CER will experience reduced value from those investments.

4. Evidence of Potential Financial Impact
Public commentary suggests that the financial impact on households could be significant.
Reporting in Brisbane Times (23 April 2026) cited analysis from Tristan Edis of Green Energy Markets, indicating:
· Higher fixed network charges could increase lifetime electricity costs by 
· around $6,000 in Melbourne, and 
· around $8,500 in Sydney
for a household with solar and battery over 15 years 
The same analysis suggested that such changes could substantially reduce or offset the value of government battery incentives.
While I understand these figures are based on different assumptions and locations, they demonstrate a credible risk of material financial impact.

5. Impact on Consumer Confidence
The draft determination highlights the importance of integrating CER efficiently into the electricity system.
However, it does not appear to sufficiently address how changes will affect consumers who have already made investments under earlier policy settings.
Households like mine have:
· Invested significant personal funds 
· Taken on financial and technological risk 
· Acted in response to government encouragement 
If the regulatory framework changes in a way that reduces the value of these investments, it risks:
· Undermining trust in future government programs 
· Discouraging further uptake of solar and batteries 
· Reducing participation in the energy transition 
This is particularly important given the role of consumers identified by the Australian Energy Market Operator in long-term system planning.

6. Personal Impact
My household invested $13,490 in battery storage with the understanding that:
· The regulatory environment would remain broadly supportive, or 
· At minimum, would not materially reduce the value of the investment 
If export limitations or pricing changes significantly reduce the financial benefit of my system, this will:
· Extend the payback period 
· Reduce the return on investment 
· Influence my decision on whether to proceed with a planned expansion of my solar system 

7. Key Concern: Dynamic Export Limits
The draft rule supports more dynamic and flexible approaches to managing network constraints.
While I understand the technical rationale for this, my concern is how it affects consumers in practice.
Dynamic export limits may:
· Reduce export capacity at times of high solar generation 
· Introduce uncertainty that cannot be easily managed by consumers 
· Limit the ability to realise the expected value of installed systems 
For consumers who have already made significant upfront investments, this creates a level of uncertainty that did not exist at the time those decisions were made.

8. Recommendations
I respectfully request that the Commission:
1. Protect existing investments
· Include safeguards or transitional arrangements for current CER owners 
2. Strengthen consumer impact assessment
· Explicitly assess how proposed changes affect households with existing solar and battery systems 
3. Improve transparency and predictability
· Provide clear guidance on how export limits and pricing arrangements may evolve 
4. Ensure consistency with policy intent
· Align the rule with government programs designed to encourage CER uptake 



9. Conclusion
I support the modernisation of the electricity system and recognise the need to adapt to increasing levels of consumer energy resources.
However, this must be done in a way that:
· Respects prior consumer investment 
· Maintains confidence in government policy 
· Supports continued participation in the energy transition 
The draft rule, as currently proposed, raises concerns in these areas and should be reconsidered or amended accordingly.
As an individual household that has already committed significant personal funds to support the energy transition, I ask that my experience be considered as part of ensuring that future policy changes do not unintentionally disadvantage consumers who have acted in good faith.
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Paul Hurley
Residential electricity consumer, Queensland

