All Sector Price % Price Change by State, 2008-2025

Figure 6 of The Great Divergence
Source: EIA-861M
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Retail Energy Supply Association .\ of any particular RESA member.



Figure 6 (page 6) of The Great Divergence and Figure 16 (page 20) of Restructuring Recharged - Updated through CY2025
DIVERGENT DIRECTIONS AND STATE RANKINGS

The significant difference in percentage changes in weighted average prices between the monopoly and competitive
choice jurisdictions is not the result of a few large states skewing the results in one direction. Instead, when the states are
ranked by the percentage change in each state’s average All-Sector price change over this period, the competitive states
tend to cluster in the lower range, and the monopoly states tend to occupy the higher parts of the rankings.
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