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RPS Policies Exist in 28 States and D.C.;
5 More States Have Non-Binding Goals

WA: 15% by 2020 [ ME: 40% by 2017 |

|NH: 23.8% by 2025 |
________ ey : Fosiedl Lo AR E . [MA: 4% by 2009 +1%lyr |
| [RI: 16% by 2019 |
| [CT: 23% by 2020 |
T : DE: 20% by 2019 |

5-10% by 2025

CO: 20% by 2020 (I0Us)
10% by 2020 {co-ops and munis

HINC: 12.5% by 2021 {10Us)
10% by 2018 (co-ops and munis)

;%_QHI: 20% by 2020 |

Mandatory RPS
Non-Binding Goal

TX: 5,880 MW by 2015[%
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Source: Berkeley Lab

Most policies established through state legislation,
P/ WICUIEIRC: Group  but some through regulatory action (NY, AZ) or
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enewable Energy Targets,
imeframes,Set-Asides, and Multipliers

Source: LBNL
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Solar/DG-Specific RPS Designs Becoming
Common Nationwide

|WA: 2x muitiplier for DG
G

NY:

NV: 1% solar by 2015 =
CO: 0.8% solar electric by 2020

2 4x multiplier for central PV | (half from customer-sited projocts)
2.45x multiplier for distributed PV || R CXERRRTIEN- el
L 1.25x multiplier for in-state projects |

: NJ: 2.12% solar esectnc by 2021 | ox m“*"P*'Ef for solar installed

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

INC: 0.2% solar by 2018 |

AZ: 4.6% customer-sited DG by 2025
(half from residential)

NM: 4% solar electric by 2020,

Set-aside 0.6% DG by 2015

Set-aside with multiplier

\TX: 2x multiplier for all non-wigl

D Muitiplier ~J

Source: LBNL




21 of 30 State RPS Analyses Predict Rate
Increases of Less Than or Equal to 1%
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Median retail rate increase = +0.7%
| Median change in retail rates = +0.04¢
6 analyses predict rate savings
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Source: http://eetd.lbl.gov/ea/ems/reports/61 580.pdf
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Rate Increases Associated with State RPS
Policies Have Rarely Exceeded 1%, So Far

i e e e e i Rate impacts of
RPS policies that
are dominated by
long-term contracts
are unknown, but
anecdotal evidence
suggests limited
impacts so far, and
quite possibly even
rate reductions
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State RPS Rate Caps

18%

- Sk ks i

e N B3

ESEE
|

8%
6%
4%

2%

Maximum Effective Retail Rate Increase

[
No explicit cap in IA, MN, NV, PA, WI
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