ENVS 5820

Spring 2005

Paper 4:  The Colorado RPS 

Due:  Monday 3/7

Well life as a corporate lobbyist was not quite as glamorous as you expected, so you’re back at your old job as a PUC staffer.  The PUC Chair wants to know if the Colorado RPS, as defined in Amendment 37, is ‘good policy.’  So he asks you to evaluate it:  specifically, how does Amendment 37 measure up relative to Wiser et al.’s ten ‘policy design criteria’ listed on pp. 302-303 of the course reader?  If you foresee a potential problem, explain it and suggest some solutions.  
This is a group project, with the same group membership as in last week’s assignment. Each group gets two criteria to evaluate.  Each group is to write a two-page memo to the PUC Commissioner.  Email me your paper, but also bring three hard copies to class – as your group will present its results to the rest of the class.  

	Criteria
	Evaluators

	Broad Applicability, Carefully balanced supply-demand
	Renaud, Mitch, Rebecca, Jason W.

	Sufficient duration and stability of targets,  Well-defined and stable resource eligibility
	Eli, Scott, Adam

	Well-defined and stable treatment of out-of-state resources, Credible and effective enforcement
	Ronit, Kathryn, Peter

	Flexible verification mechanisms, Adequate compliance flexibility
	Justin, Zoe, Jason P.

	Contracting standards…, Product-based compliance…
	Todd, Ryan, Jane





