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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 [J5

ND: 10% by 2015
OR: 25% by 2025 (large utilities) SD- 10% by 2015
5-10% by 2025 (smaller utilities) : i

NV: 20% by 2015

b ey

UT: 20% by 2025

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

ME: 40% by 2017 |

- : 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 3
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IA: 105 MW by 1999 NJ: 22.5% by 2021 [ [CT: 23% by 2020

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

MO: 15% by 2021 . MD: 20% by 2022 HVA: 12% by 2022 |
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CA: 20% by 2010

S

NC: 12.5% by 2021 (IOUs)

NM: 20% by 2020 (I0OUs) 10% by 2018 (co-ops and munis)

10% by 2020 (co-ops)

AZ: 15% by 2025

o“n&m: 20% by 2020 |
-’ ’

TX: 5,880 MW by 2015~*
H B Mandatory RPS

Non-Binding Goal

Source: Berkelev Lab

7N Most policies established through state legislation,
Q;CIeanEnergyGroup but some through regulatory action (NY, AZ) or
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Renewable Energy Targets,
Timeframes,Set-Asides, and Multipliers

S nrer MEb s | ot TR o -
State C q Plants : Credit
T" Ultimate Target | puoos, | Minimum: il
. Mandatory RPS Obligations
Source LBNL Arizona 2001 15% (2025) Yo Distriouzad Generarion. None*
California 2003 2% (2010) Te: Mooz Mooz
Colorada 2007 204 (20200 10Us Ves Salar In-State. Solar, Commumity-
1074 (2020} POUs Owoeship
Comrecticis 2000 23% (2000) Yes Class LTI Technologies HNona
Dialawmara 2007 205 (20190 i Salar, New Existing Salar, Fllel“%ls Wind,
Emwaii 2005 305 (2000) Tes Frey Efficiency Hoze
Tllinges 2008 255 (2005) Yes Wind HNona
Towa 1559 105 MW (1955) Yes Mone None
Mama 2000 30% (2017) Yes New Existing Hona
Marimd 2005 20P% (20T Tes Salar, Class VI Technolozies Wind. Mefhiame
Massachusetts 2003 e (2008) + 1%AT o Distriouiad Gensmation Mooz
Michizan 2012 10% (2015) Yes Nooa Nooa
Minnesata 2002 25% (2025) Tes Wind for Xeel; Goal for HNooa
30%: (2020): Xeel Conmrmety-Based Renewables
Mrzsoun 2011 15% (2021) Tes Salar In-Saate
Montana 2008 155 (2015) ) Commrmity Wird HNona
Nevada 2003 0P (2015) Yes Salar, Energy Efficiency PV, G, Eff, Wass Tire
Hew Hampshire 2008 23.8% (2025) Tes Salar, Mew, Existng Biomass' HNooa
Methare. Exmstins Hydro
aw Tersay 2001 T2 5% (2001) Yes Salar, Class U Technologies | Nome
Naw Mexico 2005 2004 (2020): 10Us i Salar, Wind, Geothermal or Hone®
10% {2000): Co-ops Binmass, Dismributed Generation
Haw York 2005 24% (2013) Ves Liistriuzad Gensmation Nooa
North Carolina 2000 12:5% (2021 10Us Tes Salar, Swine Waste, Poultry Nooa
10°% (2018} POUs Waste, Ensrzy Efficiency
Ohio 2009 12 5% (2004) o Salar None
Oreson 2011 25% (H25): Large Yo' Goal for Commmimity-Based and | Nome
$-100% {2025): Small Small-Scals Renowablas
Pemnsylvania 2001 8.5% (2020) Yes Solar Nooa
Fhode Lland 2007 16% (2015) Yes NewEistins Nome
Texas 2002 5,880 MW (2015) Yes Goal for Non-Wind AL Non-TWimd
Washizzion 2012 15% (2000) Na Moo= Dismiouzed Generarion
Washinston, DT 2007 115 (2002) Yes Salar, Class Ul Technologies | Wind. Solar, Methans
. Wisconsin 2000 10% (2015 Yes Mone None
) CleanEnergyGroup [t
Naorth Dakota 2015 1055 (2015) Tes HNome HNoma
g 3 N ¥ Sonih Dakota 2008 1055 (2015) Tes HNope MNooa
Innovation in Finance, Technology & Policy Tiat 0 3% 0) No | e Salar
Werment 2005 W% (R0LTY o Mooz Mooz
Virgizia 2010 12% (200 Yes Moo= Wind. Solar




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 ‘

-

NV: 1% solar by 2015 MA: % TBD for DG ‘

‘NY 0. 1542% customer srted DG by 2013
d

. CO: 0.8% solar electric by 2020
2 4x multiplier for central PV - -
2 45x multiplier for distributed Py | |(alf from customer-sited projects) 5\ X( PA: 0.5% PV by 2020)[DE. 2.005% solar electric by 2019
1.25x multiplier for in-state projects [y . 2 129, solar electric by 2021§3x multiplier for solar installed

|
|‘ ‘ ‘ 3x multiplier for co-ops and munis before 2015
|

for solar installed before July 2015 {OH: 0.5% solar electric by 2024
H H H |MD 2% solar electric by 2022
AZ: 4 5% customer-sited DG by 2025
(half from residential)
1

MO: 0.3% solar by 2022
‘ = DC: 0.4% solar electric by 2020
- ’ 1.1x multiplier for solar 2007-09

NC: 0.2% solar by 2018 |

Eight states created

NM: 4% solar electric by 2020,

I set-aside 0.6% DG by 2015 solar/DG set-asides in
m]ml]] Set-aside with multiplier \NT}(: 2x multiplier for all non-wind RI;)SN]I—)IEF‘]M\’IAJ)NRC@&H
g ? 2 ? ?
[ ] Multiplier ~J = _
Source: LBNL
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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

Estimated Electricity Rate Impact in 2007 (%)

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
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State RPS Rate Caps
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