


‭continue to face higher costs, fewer options, and weaker signals to shift usage‬
‭away from peak.‬

‭We acknowledge the rationale for increasing access to time-varying pricing, but‬
‭caution that requiring retailers to offer such plans may be premature if structural‬
‭market barriers remain in place. Retail competition—not regulation—should be‬
‭the driver of innovation, provided there is a level playing field.‬

‭Support for Part 4 (Distribution Billing & Wholesale Reconciliation)‬

‭Electric Kiwi have long advocated for cost-reflective pricing. Ensuring that all‬
‭retailers see the full costs of their contribution to peak demand through‬
‭distribution billing and wholesale reconciliation will:‬

‭●‬ ‭Ensure cost-reflective pricing signals that encourage demand-shifting‬
‭and system efficiency‬

‭●‬ ‭Create fairer competition, so all retailers face the same price signals‬
‭●‬ ‭Support innovation in pricing and load-shifting solutions, improving‬

‭consumer choice and affordability.‬

‭Requiring Distributors to Pay a Rebate When Consumers Supply Electricity at‬
‭Peak Times (Taskforce Initiative 2A)‬

‭Electric Kiwi is not submitting separately on the Taskforce Initiative 2A‬
‭consultation,‬‭Requiring Distributors to Pay a Rebate‬‭When Consumers Supply‬
‭Electricity at Peak Times‬‭, but we comment here given‬‭the strong‬
‭interdependencies with the TOU pricing proposals. Our position aligns with our‬
‭comments in the EAAG process: while we support the intent to better reward‬
‭distributed energy resources, we caution that mandatory rebates risk distorting‬
‭cost-reflective signals and crowding out more innovative or targeted solutions.‬

‭We support the intent of recognising consumer contributions to the grid, but‬
‭caution that rebates should only be provided where they reflect genuine,‬








