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On-Bill Repayment: EDF’s Proposal 

• Combines key elements of NY and Oregon programs 

– Broader range of lenders/investors/buildings/structures 

– Currently under consideration in California 

• Investments for qualifying energy upgrades are repaid through the 

utility bill 

– Payments become part of the legally authorized tariff for the building/meter 

• Survive changes in ownership and occupancy 

• No change to procedures or consumer protections in bill collection 

• Funded with third party capital 

• Projects required to provide estimates of bill neutrality or better for 

customer 

• Can be integrated with existing utility EE programs 

– Low-cost capital should improve effectiveness of programs 

 



Key Program Features and Objectives 

• Program must be flexible enough to accommodate variety of 

contractor and financial business models 

• Scale and standardization can reduce costs 

– Recommend consistent statewide program 

• Utilities should be adequately compensated for services provided 

– Fees from lenders/investors 

– Credit for energy savings 

• Statewide documentation and payment processing agent may be able 

to reduce utility burden 

• Subsidies can be considered to cover underserved markets 











Significant Program Flexibility 

• Variety of buildings 

– Single family 

– Multi family 

– Commercial 

– Public 

• Variety of transaction types 
– Loans 

– Leases 

– Energy Service Agreements (ESAs) 

– Power Purchase Agreements (PPAs) 

• Variety of projects 
– Retrofits 

– Renewables/CHP 

– Energy Star Appliances 
 



Program Must Meet Needs of Key Constituents 

• Building Owners 

• Project Developers and Contractors/Workforce 

• Lenders and Investors 

• Utilities 

• Consumer Advocates 



Benefits 

• No direct costs to taxpayers or ratepayers 

• Creates jobs 

• Reduced carbon emissions 

• Beneficial to ratepayers through avoided cost of new 
generation capacity and reduced use of higher cost 
generation 

• Beneficial to utility shareholders through payment 
processing fees and/or improved performance of utility 
EE programs 

 
EDF estimates that a statewide OBR program in California could generate 

annual investment of $2.7B in residential EE and renewable projects, create 

20,000 installation jobs, and after 5 years, reduce annual CO2 emissions by 

7 million tons, assuming a 1% annual participation rate. 
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