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RPS Policies Exist in 28 States and D.C.;
5 More States Have Non-Binding Goals
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WA: 15% by 2020 [l

MN: 25% by 2025
Xceel: 30% by 2020

MT: 15% by 2015

ND: 10% by 2015
T

SD: 10% by 2015

ME: 40% by 2017 |

- j NH: 23.8% by 2025 |
MI: 10% by 2015 | |VT: 20% by 2017 |
— - ] [MA: 4% by 2009 +1%lyr |

WI: 10% by 2015 [B|NY: 24% by 2013 ‘R,. 16% by 2019 \
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PA: 8.5% by 2020 -~

I ' o,
IA: 105 MW by 1999 NJ: 22.5% by 2021 [ [T 232020 |

{DE: 20% by 2019 |
IL: 25% by 2025 |[OH: 12.5% by 2024
Tnaaw (| DC: 20% by 2020 ‘

MO: 15% by 2021]" MD: 20% by 2022 VA 12% by 2022 |

NM: 20% by 2020 (IOUs) 10% by 2018 (co-ops and munis)
10% by 2020 (co-ops)

TX: 5,880 MW by 201

OR: 25% by 2025 (large utilities)
5-10% by 2025 (smaller utilities)

NV: 20% by 2015
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UT: 20% by 2025

]
CO: 20% by 2020 (IOUs)
10% by 2020 (co-ops and munis)

CA: 20% by 2010

S

AZ: 15% by 2025

:.‘.4le 20% by 2020 |
-’ ’

I Mandatory RPS
Z22  Non-Binding Goal

Source: Berkelev Lab

~ Most policies established through state legislation,
. Mé?C|e"“E“e"9YGrOUp but some through regulatory action (NY, AZ) or
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Renewable Energy Targets,
Timeframes,Set-Asides, and Multipliers

Source: LBNL
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First isti . .
Stae Comes Gnrn_;tm ESising | cor Asides, Tiers, or Credit Multioki
Year Ultimate Eligible! Minimuzmz

Mandatory EPS Obligations
Arizona 2001 15% (2015) o Distribuzad Gensmtion Noo="
Califormia 2003 0% (2010) Yes Tone Tooe
Colorada 2007 20 (2020} K0Us Yes Salar In-State, Solar, Commumity.

107 (2000} POUs
Comnectios 2000 23% (2020) Yes ‘Class LTl Technologies Nooe
Delaware 2007 20% (2015) Yes Salar, Mew Existng Salar, Fusl Cells, Wind,
Email 2005 207 (2020 Tes Erespy Efficiency Tonz
Tllineés 2008 25% (2025) Yes Wind Nooe
Towa 1969 105 MW (1988) Yes Non= Noo=
Mame 2000 30% (2017) Yes Wew Existing Ton=
Maryimd 2005 20% [2002) Yes Salar, Class IT Technoolozies | Wind, Methme
Massachusaits 2003 £ (2008) ~ L%t ) Disiribwad Gensmtion Toos
Michizan 2012 10% (2015) Yes Noae Toas
Minnesata 2002 25% (2025) Yes Wind for ¥cal; Goal for Toas

30% (2020): Xeel Commmmety-Based Benewables
Mizssoun 3011 15% (2021) Yes Salar To-Smae
Momrana 2008 15% (2015) ) Commumiry Wind Too=
Nevada 2003 20% (2015) Yes Salar, Energy Efficiency PV, DG, Eff, Waste Tae
Naw Hampshar= 2008 13 8% (2025) Yes Solar, Mew, Evistmg Biomass' | Mome

Msshare, Existing Hydro

New Jersay 2001 2 5% (2021} Yes Salar, Class [0 Technolozies | Moo=
New Mesica 2005 207 (2020): B0Us Yes Salar, Wind, Geothermal ar Moo=

1085 {2000): Co-ops Biomass, Distmibuted Generation
New York 2005 4% (2013) Yes Disiribad Genemtion Toa=
North Carolina 2010 12.5% (20217: 10U Yes Salar, Swine Waste, Poulmy Toas

1074 (2018) POUs Waste, Enaxgy Efficiency
Chio 2009 12.5% (2004) o Salar Noo=
COregoa 2001 25% (2025); Large No* Goal for Comnmmumity-Basad and. | Mooe

5-1006.(2025): Small Small-Scala Ranawablas
Pemmsybvania 2001 8 5% (2020) Yes Salar Toas
Fhode lsland 2007 16% (2019) Yes Naw Existing Nooe
Temas 2002 5 550 MW (2015) Tes Goal far Non-Wms Al Non-Wand
Washinzion 2012 15% (2020) o Moo= Distmonzed Generation
Washinzion, DC 2007 11% (2002) Yes Salar, Class [Tl Technolozies | Wind, Solar, Methame:
Wiscansiz 2000 10% (2015 Yes Tone Tooe
Non-Binding Renewable Energy Goals®
North Cakota 2005 10% (2015) Yes Toge Toas
South Caketa 2008 10% (2015) Yes Hone Toos
Uk 2009 % (2025) i) Ton= Salar
Verment 2005 W% (0177 ) Noae Toa=
Virgizia 2010 12% (2003) Yes Moo= Wind, Salar




Solar/DG-Specific RPS Designs Becoming
Common Nationwide

14 states + D.C. have solar or DG set-asides, sometimes combined
with credit multipliers; 2 other states only have credit multipliers

|WA: 2x multiplier for DG
T

[\,

NH: 0.3% solar electric by 2014 ‘

-

MA: % TBD for DG |

7.
‘NY: 0.1542% customer-sited DG by 2013

NV: 1% solar by 2015
2 4x multiplier for central PV

—— Fd L
CO: 0.8% solar electric by 2020
(half from customer-sited projects)
1.25x% multiplier for in-state projects
3x multiplier for co-ops and munis

PA: 0.5% PV by 2020/ DE: 2.005% solar electric by 2019

NJ: 2.12% solar electric by 2021 § 3% multiplier for solar installed
before 2015

2. A5x multiplier for distributed PV

for solar installed before July 2015 jOH: 0.5% solar electric by 2024
I :

MO: 0.3% solar by 2022 )‘

|MD: 2% solar electric by 2022

DC: 0.4% solar electric by 2020
1.1x multiplier for solar 2007-09

NC: 0.2% solar by 2018 |

AZ: 4 5% customer-sited DG by 2025
(half from residential)
1

Eight states created
solar/DG set-asides in

\N ' 07-08: DE, MA, MD,
TX: 2x multiplier for all non-wind MO. NH. NM. NC. OH
\J s ’ ) ’ L

NM: 4% solar electric by 2020,
0.6% DG by 2015

. Set-aside

“]]IIH]] Set-aside with multiplier

[_| Muttiplier Source: LBNL 4



21 of 30 State RPS Analyses Predict Rate
Increases of Less Than or Equal to 1%
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Rate Increases Associated with State RPS
Policies Have Rarely Exceeded 1%, So Far

Translating short-term REC prices and state-specific funding
limits to rate impacts in 2007 yields the results shown below

Rate impacts of
RPS policies that
are dominated by
long-term contracts
are unknown, but
anecdotal evidence
suggests limited

~ impacts so far, and

Estimated Electricity Rate Impact in 2007 (%)
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State RPS Rate Caps
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s No explicit cap in IA, MN, NV, PA, WI
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