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Figure 1. Projected U.S. Emissions under Different Federal Regulatory Scenarios
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Figure 2. Projected U.S. Emissions under Different Federal Regulatory Scenarios and State Scenarios
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TABLE 1. Reductions from Non-energy Emissions
Sources as a Share of Total U.S. Reductions
under Different Federal Regulatory Scenarios
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Example of Approach:
Getting Reductions from Power Plants
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FIGURE A4. Reductions from Power Plants
Across All Scenarios
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Emissions Reductions Under Waxman-Markey
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Getting Reductions from Light-Duty Vehicles
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Light-Duty Vehicle Scenarios
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FIGURE A6. Comparison of Actual and Projected Corporate

Average Fuel Economy for New Passenger Vehicles
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Lackluster Scenario:
Reduction Targets Set by Legislation

Middle-of-the-Road Scenario:
Reduction Targets Set by Executive Order

Go-Getter Scenario:
Regional Cap-and-Trade Initiatives
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FieuRE 2. Projected U.S. Emissions under Different Federal Regulatory Scenarios and State Scenarios
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