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A Sampling of State Targets

1990-2020 Climate
State GHG State Goals Plan
Forecast Coverage
. * 2000 levels by 2020; 50% below by 2040
(o) 0)
Arizona 144% - 15% below 2005 levels by 2020 (WCI) 106%
e E.O.: 2000 level by 2010; 1990 by 2020; 80% below 1990 by 2050
California 40% e AB-32: 1990 levels by 2020 100%
« 15% below 2005 levels by 2020 (WCI)
Colorado 81% e CAP: —~20% below 2005 levels by 2020; 80% below 2005 by 2050 ~75%
Connecticut 32% « 1990 level by 2010; 10% below by 2020; 75% below by 2050 100%
Florida ? * 2000 level by 2017; 1990 level by 2025; 80% below 1990 by 2050 ?
Maine 34% * 1990 level by 2010; 10% below by 2020; 75% below by 2050 100%
. * Next Generation Energy Act: 15% below 2005 levels by 2015; 30% by 2025;
(o)
Minnesota 48% 80% by 2050 TBD
Montana 31% * 1990 level by 2020; 80% below by 2050 (consumption & production) 89%-105%
North Carolina 113% ? TBD
New Jersey ? e E.O. 54: 1990 level by 2020; 80% below 2006 levels by 2050 TBD
. = 2000 level by 2012; 10% below by 2020; 75% below by 2050
[0) [0)
New Mexico 65% - 15% below 2005 levels by 2020 (WCI) 133%
New York 24% * 5% below 1990 by 2010 ?
* 10% below 1990 by 2020; 75% below 1990 by 2050
(o) (0)
Oregon 52% - 15% below 2005 levels by 2020 (WCI) 85%
Rhode Island 35% * 1990 level by 2010; 10% below by 2020; 75% below by 2050 100%
e [0) - [0) - 0)
Vermont 26-59% 202;0/0 below 1990 levels by 2012; 50% below 1990 by 2028; 75% below by TBD
- : N 9 ’ 9
Washington 40% E.0.:1990 levels by 2020; 25% below by 2035; 50% below by 2050 TRD

- 15% below 2005 levels by 2020 (WCI)
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e comparison to National Bills

Millions of Metric Tons €0, Eq.

Comparison of Legislative Proposals in 110" Congress
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