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Renewable Energy
Development Ingredients

1. Resource
2. Transmission
3. Buyer
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#?2 — [ransmission

Possible Projects

1. Xcel to White
2. Xcel to Sioux Falls
3. Big Stone |l

Other Developments
1. EPAct 2005

2. Energy Infrastructure Authority
3. MISO




#5 — Buyer

1. Technology
2. Utllity initiative

3. State action
®x lncentives
x Mandates




Nevada 20% by J015, Minnesata: 15% by Z015* Mevi Yok
solar 2% af annual

Maine: J0%
lowa: 2% by 1999 | WMisconsm. - 39% by 2013 by 2000
' 7.2% by 2011
lingis; 9%
|::|':|I' :pu 1 :‘I“ WA 4%
by 2009
Rl 16%
by 2018

CT: 10% by 2010
k- 6.5% by 2008

QIE: 10% by 2019

Maryland:

- 7.5% by 2019
Caffarnia: * Washington 0.C:
0% by 2017 1% by 2022

' Pennsybania:
Anzanz 1.1% by
00T, 60% solar A% by 2070
Mewr Mexico:

Texas: 5HB0 MW o5
“1 i ?;;m o (=4 2%) by 2015 %l EEtate:-}'
* 10% by 2015 el

Hawar 20% by 2020
*Intiedes reguirements adopted in 1924 and 2003 for one ubility, Xoel Enerigy.
=mo speciiic enfarcement measwres, but wliity reguistonry ntent snd authority appears suffciert




M-RETS

= Some buyers are willing to pay a
premium for renewable energy

= Mandates
= Marketing
s Belief

s [hey want to verify its authenticity
= M-RETS provides that authentication




|Is not a mandate to consumers
or the state

Participation Is voluntary.

Provides access to markets

Adds value to SD “crop”




