Another, and perhaps more clear, way to present the Energy and Waste Sector material would be to segregate the method for achieving the result (e.g. an RPS) with the behavior shift that actually achieves the result (e.g. shifting generation from system mix to biomass or LFG).  This avoids confusion over what efforts duplicate other efforts.  I would, using this approach, restate the table on p. 3 as follows:

EW1
Electricity Generation
2010



2020

Cost

Generation shift potential:

MTCO



MTCO

$/ton

1.  Biomass


a. restart


269



269

$15-17


b. keep existing

574



574

$15

2.  Increase co-gen


86



38

$15

3.  Energy efficiency (less usage)
317



422

$-185

4.  Increase other "clean" gen (e.g.

           wind)



??



??

??

Total gen shift potential

1246+



1303+

Methods to achieve shift:

(Not cumulative; not additive to gen shift potential)

1.  RPS



247



527

$10

2.  SBC



334



689

$30

3.  State Green Purchases

31



45

$28

4.  Regional Cap and Trade


a.  10 state cap (10%)

397



351

$19


b.  7 state cap (25%)

376



755

$-74
EW2  Waste Management

2010



2020

Cost

[As shown on p. 3]


511



1057

Total Available Savings

2010



2020

[Note:  adds total gen shift potential to waste management potential]






1757+



2360+

NOTE:  ALL NUMBERS ARE ROUGH ESTIMATES TO BE USED PRIMARILY FOR ESTABLISHING RELATIONSHIPS AMONG MEASURES.  ACTUAL PERFORMANCE AND COST MAY DIFFER SIGNIFICANTLY. 






