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Chapter I

Introduction

The Department is required by Section 365(c)of Title III, Part C,
of the Energy Policy and Conservation Act (EPCA), 42 U.S.C. 6321-6327, as
amer:ded by Title IV, Part B of the Energy Conservation and Production Act
(ECPA), to report annually to the President and the Congress on the
operation of the State Energy Conservatlon Program. The report is to
include an estimate of the energy conservation achieved, and the degree
of State participation and achievement as well as a description of
innovative conservation programs undertaken by individLal States.

Together the EPCAand the ECPAconstitute the State Energy
Conservation Program (SECP) which has provided the States (any one of the
50 States, the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, and the Territories and
possessions of the United States) with funding to help establish and
maintain their capability to plan, design, implement and coordinate a
variety of programs and initiatives designed to promote energy
conservation and efficiency at State and local levels. All States have
operational programs funded under EPCA (no monies have been appropriated
under ECPAsince FY 1981). In addition, the majority of States have
augmented the SECPwith oil overcharge funding they have received over
the past several years.

: Each State is required to provide a twenty-percent match for the
Federal funds received, and its Base Plan must include the following
program measures:

(I) mandatory lighting efficiency standards for public buildings
(except public bu+ildings owned or leased by the United States);

: (2) programs to promote the availabilityand use of carpool,
vanpool, and public transportation(exceptthat no Federal funds
provided under this part shall be used for subsidizingfares for
public transportation);

(3) mandatorystandardsand policies relatingto energy efficiency
• to govern the procurementpracticesof a State and its political

subdivisions;

(4) mandatorythermalefficiency standardsand insulation
requiren_entsfor new and renovatedbuildings (exceptbuildings

, owned or leased by the United States); and

(5) a trafficlaw or regulation,which, to the maximum extent
practicableand consistentwithsafety, permitsthe eperatorof
a motor vehicle to turn such vehicleright at a red stop light

+ after stopping.

= All States have imp,emented programs that meet the requirements of
: the authorizi,_,llegislationand most Stateshave developedoptional

programs ta+loredto meet the particularenergy requirementsof their



Chapter II
i

Progra:mOperations

Funding

The followingtable representsappropriationsreceived by States for
operationof the SECP and allocationsStates have made to SECP from Exxon
and Stripperwell oil overchargefunds.

(in millions of dollars)

Fiscal EPCA ECPA PVE PVE

Year Program Program Exxon Stripper Well

1976 $ 5.0

1977 23.0 $12.0

1978 47.8 23.7

1979 47.8 10.0

1980 37.8 10.0

1981 30.4 10.0

1982 24.0

1983 24.0

1984 2,4.0

1985 23.5

1986 18.7

1987 9.5 $154.6 $28.5

1988 9.2 146.4 23.2

1989 9.5 304.9 16.4

Total $334.2 $65.7 $605.9 $68.1



Although appropriatedfunds for this program have decreasedsince 1979
(from $57.8 million to 9.2 million in 1989).,additionalmonies have become
availablein the form of oil overchargerefunds. These petroleumviolation
esc._ow(PVE) funds have been distributedto States for use in energy-related
programs,the vast majority coming from the Exxon Court Order and the Stripper
Well SettlementAgreement. As of March 31, 1990, 54 States have allocatedto
the SECP, throughtheir approvedState plans, $605.9 million in Fxxon funds,
and 40 States have allocated$78.1 million in StripperWell funds. Additional
informationon States' use of PVE funds may be found in the quarterly "Report
to Congresson EnforcementActionsand ComprehensiveStatus of Exxon and
StripperWell Oil Overcharge Funds."

Each State has the flexibilityto expend PVE funds (includingearned
interest)as it may deem appropriateto the needs of the State's energy
consumersas long as the expendituresare in accordancewith applicableterms
and conditionsof the sourcesof funding,suchas those stipulated in the
Exxon Court Order and the StripperWell SettlementAgreement. States have
undertakenprograms in nearly all areas of energy use sectors, including
residential,commercial/industrial,transportation,utility,government,
non-profitorganizations,agriculture,and general energy awareness. These
funds offer both an opportunityand a challengeto developand implement
programs that promote increasedenergy efficiencyand use of renewableenergy
within the State, and to decreasethe State'sdependencyon non-renewable
energy.

Energy Savings

States have employed varioustechniquesto evaluate and estimateSECP
energy savingsachieved. These techniquesincludeDOE provided standard
methods for calculatingenergy savingsfor certain measuresas well as State
developedenergy savingsmethodologies,which are subjectto DOE approval.
Becausedifferentmethodologiesare used to estimate energy savings, one
should not draw broad conclusionsabout the program as a whole. According to
the latestenergy savingsreports submittedby the States (1989),a total
estimatedannualenergy savingsof 4.910 quads has been achieved. Of the
total savings,2.100 quads are associatedwith the five requiredprogram
measures,while the remaining2.810 quads are attributedto additional or
optionalprogrammeasures.

A State-by-Statebreakdownof the savings from the required program
measures can be found in AttachmentA, and savingsfrom the additional program
measurescan be found in AttachmentB. AttachmentC containsdata on 1989
estimatedenergy savingsby individualStates and the nationaltotal.

InnovativeConservation/EfficiencyPrograms

California

California'sFuel EfficientTrafficSignal ManagementProgram is
integratingthe operationof both major signalizedstreetsand freeways within
a corridorthrough the Smart CorridorDemonstrationProgram (SMART).Upon
completionSMART will link the trafficsurveillancesystem,ramp meters, and
changeablemessage signs on five major parallel streets. This entire corridor



(freewayand streets)will then be centrallymonitored and operated from a
computerizedcontrolcenter staffedby State and local personnel. This will
allow the most efficientuse of existingcapacitysince motoristscan be
directed aroundcongestedhighway segmentsto under utilized ones, with
traffic signal and ramp meter timing adjustedaccordingly. SMART will also
transmit real-timetrafficconditions and reroutinginformationto motorists
throughvariousmedia includingin-vehiclenavigationsystems.

Montana
/

Q • o /

Uslng a comb_natlonof Exxon and other funds,Montana has begun
constructionof a centralizedshippingfacility to handle intermo,Jal_!

transportationat the Port of Montana in Butte. Although it is I'ocatedin a
rural area, the port is an ideal distributioncenter to all part/_of Montana,
the Western U.S. and Canada. Constructionwas completed in July 1989 on three
stations,each handlingdifferenttypes of commoditiesincludin/_bulk
fertilizer,forest products and a Traileron Flat Car Facility/(TOFC).
Short-haulshippersbring their commoditiesto the facilitywhi_rethey are
loaded into or onto the appropriatecontaineror trailer. The TOFC can handle
the newest doublestackunit trains,transferringtrailers or Containers to
other modes of transportation. If rail cars are run at optimum loads, the
potentialfor savingdiesel fuel is estimatedat 2.5 million gallonsannually.

North Carolina

Located in the North Carolina State University'sSolar House, the Solar
Center providesprinted informationand referralservices to those interested
in solar technologyimplementation. A toll-freehotline to answer public
inquiriesconcerningsolar energy is alsomaintained. Activitiesreach both
the professionalcommunityand the generalpublic. The Solar House itself is
maintainedas a working model which incorporatesthe latest in availablesolar
technologywith energy conservationmeasures.

OkIahoma

lhe OklahomaDepartmentof Commercehas developeda CommunityEnergy
ManagementProgram (CEMP). The CEMP is a community-based,infrastructure
developmentand technicalassistanceprogramwhich providescost-effective
solutionsfor rural and local governments'energy use problems. The program
will includecomponentssuch as Local EnergyOfficers,who will receive
training in energy accountingsystems and assessmentof local energy
opportunities,as well as support in the form of marketing assistance,
employee educationresources,technicaland economic feasibilityanalysis and
assistancein identifyingfinancingpossibilitiesfor energy savingsprojects.
Involvementof citizen committeesand peer advisorygroups will be encouraged,
and all interestedpersonswill be providedtechnicalbulletinsand
newsletters.

Washington

The WashingtonState Energy Office is conductinga telecommutingproject
i'_the Puget Sound region. Telecommutingprovides partial or total
suJstitutionof telecommunicationsand computer technologiesfor
transportation,particularlythe trips to and from the workplace. Workers



involved in the generation,processing,and disseminationof informationare
the specific targetaudience for telecommuting. Workerswho telecommutemake
fewer trips to their place of employment and save on energy consumption. The
projectevaluatesthe effectsof telecommutingon traffic congestion,energy
use, air quality, and productivity. The projectwill also examine managerial
and social implicationsof telecommuting. If successful,telecommutingcould
be a relativelylow cost part of the answer to the growing transportation
relatedproblemsof petroleumvulnerabilityand trafficcongestion,and could
help maintain energy securityand trafficmobility.

West Virginia

The Cabell County CourthouseDemonstrationProjectwas undertaken in
Huntington,West Virginia. This building,listed in the U.S. Departmento#
Interiorand Park ServiceRegister,is similarto most of the other 54
courthousesin West Virginia,constructedof brick and stone, and difficultto
heat. This projectutilizes a commerciallyavailable,under utilized,natural
gas technologythroughthe installationof a state-of-the-artmodular pulse
gas boiler and heat distributionsystem. This projectdemonstratesthe
applicabilityof using modularpulse _laturalgas systems spaced in remote
locationsof the courthouseas an alternativeto a large-scalecentralized
boiler, lt is expected that the implementationof this type of systemwill
decreaseenergy costs by 53 percent.
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4 1989 REPORTED _STI}dATED SAVINGS FOR REQUIRED AND ADDITIONAL

PROGRAM h EASURES, BY STATE (QUADRILLION BTUS}

ALASKA 0.000(2) 0.000 0.000
__i iiliii!!ii........................................... ""_" _ .........:...."
ARKANSAS 0.018 0.006 0.02,5

ARIZONA 0.00_ 0.011 0.016

COMM NOR MARIANA ISLS 0.354 * 0.II0 * 0.464 *

___iiiili_!.i.l.i_ii.i!ii}}}!ilii}ii!i;iii_ ii!ii}}',iiiililliii}iiiii{i_i_ii]_ii!'i?i:!!ii_i}i__'/i_ili_!_!_i:_?!i:_
CONNECTICUT 0.058 0.072 0.130

__,I_._I__B_"A,'_<iI_il_._:i<i._._i.i<:.!!_i._;_{iiii!i{iiii!i{i{!_;_!i!i{iii{!iiilii!i{!i{{iii!!iiii_i_i!ii!_i!!
DELAWARE 0.013 0,021 0.035

FED STATES MICRONESIA 0.000 , 0,000 0,000 (I)

GUAM 0.000 0.000 0.001

IOWA 0.046 0.053 0.099
.. ,... : ,.; ,: . ,: .... ; .., . , , .. .:..,:• . ..:.,,, . • , .:,., ,. : ,,:, :.: ,..,..: : ,.: :: : : : : : ; :,:.,: ',.,; :'.:'..;.,,,...,: : ,.: : : : ,.:.,. : : : ,,:,,: : :.:.,.:;.;.,..';;..,,;: :.:: : : :

ILLINOIS 0.073 0.262 0.335

_S_:_':_''_'_._ _._"'_:_:_ _ :_._:'''_ _:_ }._ _ _ _ :_' :_ _: _ :._}_ _ _}_ _ _ L : :_ _. _. _ _. _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ )_ _ _ :_ _ _ : : 0 :._ _ _ _ _ , _: ..... _ _ _ ' .

KANSAS 0.000 0.000 0,000

___ :_!_i._i:_i:_'_!_i_,:i_II.ii: ,ii_i:ilo,o_ !i_i.'.i......._:i_:_i_/_:,_i_i_i_"_:'ii_.,]_ili_ii!_:_:_i
LOUISIANA 0.000 (2) 0,002 0.002 (4)

i____:siii_ _!!_:,i_'::,_i_,,I:_:....:i:_'/:i::;/,:o._....!i....i:,_i::_7_'_!i_:_!ii!_:)n_,i_i_i_i_,/_!ii',','_<:',!i;:_ii_,_411iii_i_,i!i',
MARYLAND 0,055 0.051 0.106

__ i!iiii_!i_!ii_::ili_il: .iiiiii,..i:i:_:0:0i2i_''''_'_'':'''''_'_'......."_'_":_'"_"_'_...."_':"_....................... ........._!_,_.,_;_:__:_,:,_,.,O00o....._..:,_,,___,.:_:..:9_._____,:
ItEP OF MARSHALL ISLS 0.000 (2) 0.030 * 0.030 *

t"ieli7 ...../1711/iiiiii_iiiiii.....i i ..............................................................
MINNESOTA 0.082 0,028 0.110
I'. ,....': :,;,;.;' ,'; .. ..... ; , , . ,: ..... . .... :.; .... :." , • .:._,:, ,:: .:.', , :',',',..' .:,:

.. _q_::._,.::._i_:._::::i_.,::..:_::_!_i::!_:_:._:::_<.i;.!;!,,._:_i_i:::,_!_:O,ml._i i_i_!.<ii.!i':._.::._i_:ii !ii::'_ii ....O_O_<::.<ii_.."::_':
MISSISSIPPI 0,030 O,151 O,181

NORTH CAROLINA 0.073 O.113 O.186

NEBRASKA 0.003 0.000 0.004

• NEW JERSEY 0.079 0.012 0,092

• .,, ,,.. .... . . .,. ..... : ; ,...,,.:,:.:,:.: :.;. , :.,..:. ,',,':

NEVADA 0,004 0,000 (3) __.0,004
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1989 REPORTED ESTIMATED SAVINGS FOR REQUIRED AND ADDITIONAL

PROGRAM MEASURES, BY STATE (QUADRILLION BTUS)

OHIO 0.112 0.181 0,292

OREGON 0.001 0.005 0,006

___!_!_iii!!!_iiii_i!_iii_iii_ii_ii_iii_i_ii_ii!ii_i_!ii!i_:_ii_i_i__!ii_iiii_i_i!i:_i_i_iii_iii_i_iii_i_i_i_ii_iiii_!i_i_ii_iiii_!iiiiiiiii_:_!_i_iiii_!iiiiiiii_ii_
PUERTO RIC0 0,000 0.000 0,000(I)

' :; ":'_ ':::_!_2:_;i_ ::;_ ;_:_ iI:_::!k_:!_;::._:_::_ _:,'ii iN_i___i iii ii il:_.......'_!i_',iii',i_ii:_::__i i'_,, ,,_,, _:_,_,_'_'_":_'"_"_,,_ , ,,,,,,_,:_'_"_,,_,,,,,
RHODE ISLAND 0.026 0.003 0,029

@_:__i_!_!_iii_:!iii_!ii_i_i:iiiiiii_iii1ii_ii_!ii_iiiiiii_i_iiii_ii_ii_;@;_:_i_iiii_ii_iiii:_!iiiii_ii!_i_i_;:!}_i:_i_i_!iiii_ii_i_iiii!i_iii_!_ii_i_!i_i_ii_]i!i_i_i_
SOUTH DAKOTA 0.000 0.106 0.106

___!_i_!i!_i_!_!iii_i_!ii!!_ii_!iiii_i!iiii!_i_i!!!iii!_ii_ii_i!iii!iii!_!_ii_!i_!i!_!__i!_i_iiiiii!!_!_ii_ii_!_i!_i_I_iiiii!iiiii_iii!_ii_!i!ii!iiiiH__ii:iiii!i!iii!i!iiilll
TEXAS 0.144 0.150 0.294

_iiiiiiii!i/i!!iiiiiiiii!:iiii!iiiiii!ii!!iiiiiiii!!i!:_i:i_!i_!_!_iii_i_!_i!i!!!_ii:_ii_i__!i!ii_i_!!i_!!_!_ii_i_i_i_iii_i_:_:_iiii_!i_!_i_ii!iii_!iiiiiii_ii!iiii_i_i_iii_i_ii_iN_H
VIRGINIA 0,042 0,000 0.042

_!_i_i__ iiliiiiiiiiil ii ! ilii iii_ ! iiiili ii!iiii_ iiiiiiii!!iiiiiiiiiiiii!ii)_i_i!_iiiiili
VERMONT 0.023 0.019 0.042

___:_!iii!_ii_ii_!_i!!_!iiii_i_ii_i:i_i_i:i_i_!i!_i_i_i_i!!_i_i_i_ii_i_iii_i_._:_!_iii?i_i_:_ii:!_!_!!iii1_ii:i;:_;N_i_iii_i_iiiiii_!_iiiiiiiiii_ii_i_i_i_i_i_i1ii!_!_!!_!!
WISCONSIN 0.063 0.000 O) 0,063

_i__i_i!iiiiiiiili:iiiiiiiil_:ii_!iii_iii_i_!!!_!_i_:_!:!i_ii_!_!_!_!_!_!i_iiiii!iiii!ii_iiiiii_!_!i!_!i!ii_)_iiiiii_i_i_!iiii_!!!ii_!ii!_iii_!i_:_!ii!iiiiiiiiiiiiii!ii
WYOMING 0.025 0.000 O) 0,025

(I) No reports were received from the District of Columbls, Federal States of
Micron_i_, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands prior to puMic_tio_.

(2) The State provided no information on _sthn_t_ energy _m_gs from any r_quirod
program m_ure.

('3)The Stateprovidedno informationon estimatedenergy_vingsfromany
_tclitiot_d program measure.

(4) Estimated _,ctu_lenergy _vinss will not be completed for most programs until

• fter the programs _re completed in 1990-1993.

• Figures shown sre in billion BTUS _,ndsre given for reference,
but were not included in the totals.
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APP ['_DI X B

REPORTED 1989 STATE ENERGY SAVINGS ESTIMATES FOR REQUIRED

PROGRAM MEASURES (TRILLION BTUS)

,.. , ,,I

COMBD_=D COMBINED

STATE UGHT 'rHERM LIGHT/ PROCR TRANS WrOR MANDATORY TOTAL

THERM

9



REPORTED 1989 STATE ENERGY SAVINGS ESTI)tATES FOR REQUIRED

PROGRAM MEASURES (TRILLION BTUS)

f ,, ' .

COMbiNe) CO__

STATE LIGHT TI_RM LIOHTI I_OCR TRANS RTOR MANDATORY TOTAL,

'rHERM
... --. ,.

NEW HAMPSHIRE ** ** o, ** 2,9B4 ** 0,010 2 994

.W JERSEY 6. ** ** ** ** ** 79.300 79.300

q'EW MEXICO ** '* 13.500 O,I$S 0,618 ** *' 14,276

_kDA ** ** 3.852 ** ** ,e ** 3,852

NEW YORK ** ** 186,100 5.030 2,236 ** ' ** 193,366

OHIO ** ** 111,710 ** ** ** '* 111,710

OKLAHOMA ** ** ** ** 0,506 ** ** 0,566

ORE(;'ON ** '* 1,001 ** ** ** e, I 001

PEN_ISYLVANIA ** ** ** ** ** ** 126,380 126.380

'_RTO RICO ** ** ** " ** '* ** ** 0,000 (I)

OF PALAU ** ** ** ** ** ** ** 0,000 (2)

RHODE ISLAND ** ** ** ** ** ** 26.020 26.020

;OUTH CAROLINA ** ** ** ** ** ** ** 0.000 (2)

;OUTH DAKOTA ** ** ** ** ** ** 0.067 0,007

TENNESSEE ** ** 9.145 0,244 3,195 0,176 +* 12,760

TEXAS ** ** ** ** 0,404 ** 143.652 144,056

UTAH " '* 36.100 '* 2,460 " *0 38.560

VIRGINIA ** *' ** ** '* *' 42,292 42.292

VIRGIN ISLANDS " ** ** '0 ** ** ** 0.000 (1)

VEI_,tONT ** " 10.272 *' 12258 '* ** 22.530

WASH INGTON ** o* 4.075 ** ** ** ** 4 075

V,'ISCONSIN 16.720 '* '* ** ** *+ 46,171 62,391

WEST VIRGINIA ** ** 13.290 !,030 0,069 ** 0* 14,389

WYOMING ** ** 1,910 0,050 ** 22.700 +* 24,660

rOT._l..l 17.0_ 0.2116 1153.285 47.414 82.723 39,&55 759,M9 2100,337

BTUS):

FOOTNOTES

(1) No rc.port=were re.c.civ_ from the D_rict of Columbia, Foder=JSt_t_ of Micron_i=, and the

Vh'gm Islands priortopublication.

(2) The Stateprovided no information on c._mLtodenergy savingsfrom any rc_qui.r_program mc._,ure,

' Figures shown arem billion BTUS and ue givenfor refcranc¢,but were no( included LntheIc_s.

** The SULterc.portdid no( sp¢cLfyenergy savingsfrom the rc_uLrodprogram mea=sure,
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APPENDIX C

REPORTED 1989 STATE ENERGY SAVINGS ESTIMATES FOR ADDITIONAL PROGRAM

MEASURES, BY SECTOR (TRILLION BTUS)

STATE SECTOR: A@RIC [NDUST TRANSP UTILITY BLDO$ OO_ OTHER TOTAl.
, _,,,,

ALASKA na ,, ,e 0,010 0,007 ** ** 0,017

ALAB _4 A na 16,173 e, 0,043 25,030 1,834 ** 43,080

ARKANSAS ns 1,250 na ** 5,188 *' ** 6,438

AMERICAN SAMOA ** na lm na 0,005 0.00S na 0,010

ARIZONA na lm " ns 7,220 3,850 na I1,070

CALIFORNIA 0,001 na 0,740 2,733 9333 3,333 ** 16,540

COMM NOR MARIANA ISL na na na 0,0;17 ' 0,037 * 0,037 * na 0,110 '

COLORADO 0,020 0,(X)8 ** ** 0,391 1,019 0,170 1,608
CONNECTICUT ns na ** ** 67,455 4,445 ** 71,900

DISTRJCT OF COLUMBIA mi mi na mi u na na 0,000 (I)
DELAWARE 0.600 1,205 1,205 .o 13,010 o. 5,360 21,380

FLORIDA 0,048 9,493 all 135,235 2.5,911 26,783 0,OII 197,483

FED STATES MICRONESIA na na ns na na na na 0,000 (i)
GEORGIA na 163,500 na na 1,170 5,280 ** 169,950

GUAM na ni 0,098 ** 0,098 ns ns 0,195

HAWAII mi 1,962 mi na 9,123 ns 7,162 18,247

IOWA 5,332 ** 0,064 mi C,046 0,017 47,550 53009

IDAHO 0,060 0,060 na 0,050 0,650 0.II0 1,120 2,050

ILLINOIS ns na 40,445 0,440 105,043 65,665 50,497 262,090

INDIANA 0,010 0,460 .. 0,230 na ** ** 0,700

KANSAS ni ** na ** 0,020 ,o ** 0,020

KENTUCKY mi 0,650 0,293 0,074 93,189 12,840 6.507 113,553

LOUISIANA 0,667 0,667 '* '* 0 667 '* '* 2.000

MASSACHUSETTS ns 3,302 ns I02.267 25_57 0,545 0,170 132,141

MARYLAND 3.260 na na na na 8.153 39,597 51,010

MAINE 0,017 mi na 0,017 0,029 mi 0,400 0,463

PEP OF MARSHALL ISLS na na cm aa 0,015 ' 0,015 * mi 0,030 .

MICHIGKN 0,02.5 _ )* 0.000 12091 1,240 '* 13,356

MINNESOTA *" 12,760 0.003 1,897 6,485 2,878 4.119 28,142

MISSOURI ** 6,265 ** 0,0(:12 31,23"7 11,636 0,011 49,151

MISSISSIPPI ns 26,109 52.297 52,207 20,494 0.050 *' 151,157

MONTANA *" na ** tm 18,433 I, 177 '* 19.610

NORTH CAROLINA 5.970 6.630 0.640 50.067 32,297 7,142 10,390 113.136

NORTH DAKOTA 1,229 na mi na 2,032 ** 0.339 3,600

NEBRASKA ** ns 0.225 na 0,049 ** ** 0,274
NEW HAMPSHIRE 10995 1,334_ 0095 12.832 9,902 8.784 mi 43,949

NEW JERSEY ns " na mi 12,310 .. mi 12,310

NEW MEXICO na mi mi 2,667 0,326 2.496 0,103 5,592

NEVADA na na na na na ** ** 0,000

NEW YORK 11,610 11,610 o. 99,090 115,519 1,530 52,210 291,569

OHIO na 75,500 ns na 77,198 0,380 27,600 180,678

OKLAHOMA 2,230 2,230 6,100 na 17,664 27,412 58,182 113,818

OREGON ns na ns 0,722 3,971 ,o ,, 4,693

PENNSYLVANIA *<' 7.095 na 7,627 14 108 1,600 ** 30.430

PUERTO RICO na na na na na na mi 0000 (I)
EP OF PALAU ni na na ns na 0002 * 0,00l * 0003 '

RHODE ISLAND na 0,283 na 0.494 1,336 0630 0.141 2 884

SOUTH CAROI.INA '* 0.007 o, *' 162.275 0 002 " 162.2M
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AFPEbIDIX C PAGE 2

REPORTED 1989 STATE ENERGY SAVINGS ESTI]_ATES FOR ADDITIONAL PROGRAM

MEASURES, BY SECTOR (TRILLION BTUS}

STA'rP. SECTOR: AGRJC INDUST TRANSP UTILrrY BL,DOS OOVMNT OTHER TOTAL

SOUTH DAKOTA na na na ** ** 106,209 *' 106,209

TENNESSEE 0,106 ni u 0.053 118,555 .o .o 118,714

TEXAS na 33,001 na nii 116,687 ,e ,,m 149,688

UTAH 0,220 0,010 lm 0,3SO 0,4410 0,370 ** 1,460

VIRGINIA _ ** 0,003 nl 0,003 0.069 *e 0,075

VIRGIN ISLANDS nl ni Qa na mt mb ni 0,000 (1)

VERMONT 6,421 !.866 na na 6,421 4.555 ** 19.263

WASHINGTON 0,232 +* ** +o 0037 0,015 0,251 0.535

WISCONSIN nj na na na _ zm na 0,(XX)

WEST VIRGINIA nl 2.845 na _a 4.775 4.595 ** 12,215

W'YOMING ** '* na na ** nj na 0.000

TOTALS (TRILLION BTUS): 49.053 M6.279 102.21i 469.174 1174,564 316.6U 3II,890 2809.746

FOOTNOTES

(I)No reportswcrc rccelved fromtheDistrict ofColumbia,FederalStat_ofMicron_ia,PucrsoRico,andtheVirginIslandl

priortopublication.

na = The State did no(have any programs ha the ldditiomtl _c_or,

* Figures shown are.inbLl.lionBTUS andaregivc.nforrefcrc.nc¢,
butwerenotincludedi.nthetotals,

,,t, The State rc-port did no( $_.cLfy enclg_' _vi.ng$ from the additional program measure.
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