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If you have considered installing rooftop solar on your own home, or if you
support others’ ability to do so, you should be aware that this practical
possibility is in immediate danger in the United States.
The tax credits and other incentives created by legislation in order to defray
some of the cost of your initial investment in solar energy are being threatened.
Corporations that view household production of electricity (“distributed energy
generation”) as a threat to their profits are acting to end the public financing
that provides those incentives, which help to grow clean-energy production.
HERE IS SOME BACKGROUND | NEWSLETTER CONTINUES BELOW
The bulk of electricity in the United States comes from fossil fuels.
Two-thirds of our electricity comes from “dirty” fossil fuel production, with their
environmental and health hazards and greenhouse gas emissions that hasten
global warming. Less than half a percent of our electricity comes from solar.
Fossil has gotten more federal R&D funding than renewable energy.
From 2005 to 2014 fossil fuels received 24% of federal Research and
Development (R&D) funding while renewable energy got just 19%. Since 1978,
the funding has been even more lopsided: 26% for fossil fuels and 17% for
renewables. On the other hand, the tide is starting to turn; recently, green
energy generation has been receiving more subsidies.
State and local governments have provided financial incentives to
homeowners for rooftop solar. This is in addition to a federal
tax credit (soon expiring).
In the traditional fossil fuel energy market most people must purchase energy
from large corporations. Since the private market hasn’t yet created affordable,
locally-generated solar power, Americans have supported public legislation to
spur its development. Financial incentives for rooftop solar are one example.
Supporters of rooftop solar range from progressive environmentalists
concerned about global warming, to households eager for lower energy bills, to
Tea Partiers who want “freedom of choice” so they can generate their own
electricity.
Corporations, seeing their profits threatened, are organizing to undo
financial help and even penalize homeowners with rooftop solar.
Given the strength of public support to spur “distributed energy generation”
through home-based solar, corporations have been organizing to stop or curtail
home-based energy production. And they are succeeding. ALEC, the
corporate-sponsored organization that writes “model” legislation to take away
or undermine public goods, is working every day to ensure that state after state
removes financial supports for – and even imposes penalties on – households
who install rooftop solar.
NOW, ARTICLES ON THE LOSS OF THIS PUBLIC GOOD
ALEC calls for penalties on 'freerider' homeowners in assault on clean
energy
The Guardian | December 4, 2013
“An alliance of corporations and conservative activists is mobilising to penalise
homeowners who install their own solar panels – casting them as "freeriders" –
in a sweeping new offensive against renewable energy…[T]he American
Legislative Exchange Council (ALEC)…promote[s] legislation with goals
ranging from penalising individual homeowners and weakening state clean
energy regulations, to blocking the Environmental Protection Agency, which is
Barack Obama's main channel for climate action...In November [2013], Arizona
became the first state to charge customers for installing solar panels.”
Supporters want to know why solar tax credit extension was vetoed
The NM Political Report | April 15, 2015
In April 2015, New Mexico New Mexico Governor Susana Martinez vetoed an
extension of the Solar Market Development Tax Credit, set to expire in 2016.
“The tax credit provides up to ten percent of the cost of solar photovoltaic or
solar thermal systems for residential and small business customers.” The
reason for her veto was not made public but she had also “vetoed House Bill
296, which would have extended the solar market development tax credit for
residential and small businesses to leased systems.”
Solar blowback hits Reid's Nevada
Politico | December 22, 2015
In December 2015, Nevada “dealt a lethal blow…to rooftop solar power – the
latest skirmish of a nationwide green energy battle…” The Nevada Public
Utilities Commission, “responding to a law signed last spring by Republican
Gov. Brian Sandoval, voted to slash the payments that Buffett-owned NV
Energy must pay to homeowners whose rooftop solar panels feed electricity
into the grid…NV Energy can also charge rooftop solar owners a fee for
allowing them to sell power to the grid.”
Nevada’s Solar Bait-and-Switch
The New York Times | February 1, 2016
The Nevada Public Utilities commission, “justified its decision by citing grid
construction and maintenance costs that rooftop solar users haven’t been
charged for, but circumstantial evidence suggests that other factors played a
role…Numerous studies suggest that rooftop solar’s impact on the grid is at
best beneficial, at worst slightly negative — in either case, not a justification for
substantially raising solar users’ rates … All three commission members were
appointed or reappointed by Gov. Brian Sandoval, a Republican, whose two
election campaigns have received a total of $20,000, the maximum allowed
donation under Nevada law, from NV Energy, the Berkshire Hathaway-owned
utility that is a major beneficiary of the rate changes.”
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