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Figure 1:   
States with strong demand-side management programs 
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Figure 2:   
Comparison  of States: 

Electricity per Dollar of Gross State Product 
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States with efficient use of energy 
for statewide economic output:  
NY, DC, CA, CT, MA, RI, NJ 
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Average Retail Price Residential (c/kWh) 
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Average Bill - Residential (Annual $) 

Customers in many states with  high-
prices have lower average bills:   

CA, IL, DC, NJ, MA, NY 

Customers in many states with low rates at 
present use a lot of energy – leading to 

higher average bills: 

EIA data (2010) 

Figure 3:  Comparison  of States:  
Average Unit Price of Electricity Versus Average Electricity Bill 



Figure 4 –  
Capacity Resources in New Jersey:  

Amounts Installed (2007-2011 YTD) and Obtained Through the PJM’S RPM Since 2007  

Source:  Comments of PJM Interconnections, L.L.C. in Docket No. EO-11050309 (the New Jersey Board of Public Util ity’s Investigation of 
Capacity Procurement Transmission Planning), dated June 17, 2011. 



Figure 5 –  
PJM Load Management in New Jersey 

Source:  PJM presentation (Mike Kormos, Sr. VP, Reliability Services, and Steve Herling, VP, Planning), “New Jersey Power Supply Load and Capacity 
Data, New Jersey Capacity Issues Technical Conference,” Docket No. EO09110920, June 24, 2010 
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Figure 6 –  
Demand-Side Resources Added Through PJM Capacity Auctions Since 2007 

Source:  Comments of PJM Interconnections, L.L.C. in Docket No. EO-11050309 (the New Jersey Board of Public Util ity’s Investigation of 
Capacity Procurement Transmission Planning), dated June 17, 2011. 



Figure 7:  
Demand response in PJM’s  Base Residual Auction 

PJM, “2014/2015 RPM Base Residual Auction Results” 

Demand Response Offers 

In 2014/2015 forward market: 
  Offered resources (same as cleared): 
     90% = generation 
     10% = DR and EE 
7% more MW offered than needed 

In 2011/2012 forward market: 
  Offered resources: (same as cleared) 
     99% = generation 
       1% = demand response   
4% more MW offered than needed 



Figure 8 –  
PJM Base Residual Auctions: Offered and Cleared Resources 

PJM, “2014/2015 RPM Base Residual Auction Results” 

In 2011/2012 forward market: 
  Offered resources: 
     99% = generation 
       1% = demand response   
  Of the amounts cleared: 
     99% = generation 
       1% = demand response 
  4% more MW offered than needed 

In 2014/2015 forward market: 
  Offered resources: 
     90% = generation 
     10% = demand response and energy efficiency 
  Of the amounts cleared: 
     90% = generation 
     10% = demand response and energy efficiency 
   7% more MW offered than needed 

9 MW of 
generation 
offered by 

not cleared:  
To be 

retired? 



Figure 9:   
Comparison of States’ 

Reliance on Coal for Power and Change in Retail Electricity Price 

Source:  Energy Information Administration data.   The chart does not include two states  (HI, AK) within the lower 48 , and removes  
3 states in the Pacific Northwest (WA, OR, ID) that have ,ore than 80% of their generation produced at hydroelectric power plants. 
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The chart does not include two states  (HI, AK) within the lower 48 , and removes  3 states in the Pacific 
Northwest (WA, OR, ID) that have ,ore than 80% of their generation produced at hydroelectric power plants.  
Sources: Percentage coal in state generation mix and electricity price data are from Energy Information 
Administration; CPI data are from t the Bureau of Economic Analysis.  

Figure 9:   
Comparison of States’ 

Reliance on Coal for Power and Change in Retail Electricity Price 

Consumer Price Index (’07 to ’11) 

New Jersey: 
8% coal 

10% price change 
(less than 
inflation) 
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