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Consultation questions

1 Do you agree that CPl is a fairer and more accurate measure of inflation for adjusting the FiT scheme costs than RPI? If not, why not?
Don't know
Please explain the reasons for your answer:

Retrospectively changing an agreed system is reprehensible and dangerous to the credibility of the government. It may well be that a change can be
justified from here on, however backdating a change is close to dishonest and should not even be suggested let alone considered in a consultation.

2 Of the two options, which do you think is the best alternative to the current methodology, and why?

Not Answered

Please provide justification for your answer:

Neither if they are retrospectively applied.

3 Do you have any comments on the likely impacts of the proposed change for generators, consumers or investors?
Please respond here:

Fiddling with an agreed, contracted position is cheap and undermines trust in Government. To even suggest this course is a dangerous breach with the
social contract whereby trust is placed in Government in exchange for licence to govern. Breaking that contract will undermine investor confidence far
more widely than just this comparatively small area of expenditure.

4 Do you think there are alternative approaches that should be considered, and if so, what are these and why?
Please respond here:
Yes. Leave it alone.

There are plenty of more useful changes to make such as:

Reconsideration as to why the Climate Change Levy is now imposed on climate saving technology as well as the polluting ones.

The shift of green levy costs onto gas bills and away from clean electricity.

Establishing parity between the burdens imposed on renewable energy and not imposed on nuclear in terms of decommissioning and insurance costs.
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