Equipoise Consulting      Evaluation and Project Management

 


Adopted Minutes for Website Committee Conference Call

Tuesday December 12, 2006, 9:30 AM
Attendees:

Pierre Landry – SCE 

Tim Caulfield – Equipoise 

Mary Wold – SDG&E 
Beatrice Mayo – PG&E - Chairperson

Peter Lai – CPUC

Absent

Sylvia Bender – CEC

Bill Junker – CEC 

Peter Puglia – CEC

Executive Summary

The CALMAC Website Committee held its scheduled December 12, 2006, conference call to address the items shown in the attached agenda. The call covered updates to the site content, the reinstatement of the MAESTRO Quarterly Report, and the CEE proposal to share evaluation report data.  The next call will be held on Tuesday, February 6, 2007 at 9:30 AM. 
Minutes of Conference Call (in order of agenda) Call started ~11:05 AM
1. Approve minutes of October 10, 2006 Website Committee conference call. Approved unanimously.
2. Regular Meeting Items

· Review Toolkit document list. (Note: For simplicity the contents of the page have been attached to this agenda. PLEASE review prior to the conference call and see if you identify any missing documents.) Continuing Item
· Toolkit
 page – EE – Add Version 3 of Policy manual (for post-2005 evaluations), and add comment on V2 add description (for 2004-2005 program evaluations). ACTION TOC - Done 12/12/06
3. Pending issues about the site from prior calls:

· Reinstituting the MAESTRO quarterly report. – Status, memorandum discussing critical issues should be sent before the conference call.

· Reformat to eliminate white space and reduce length. ACTION TOC – Will be done before report is issued.
· Check on feedback from managers – Send out memo with committee decision and deadline to respond. ACTION TOC - Done 12/12 with deadline 12/19 for comments. Managers preferred quarterly.
· Updating of MAESTRO and CALMAC contact lists – ACTION TOC - Complete for now. 
4. Any Other Business

· Expanding Searchable Database to non California Reports. Response to proposal from CEE to CALMAC. – A memorandum on this and a proposal by the CEE is attached below. Conclusion: propose reciprocal search suggestion to CEE. ACTION TOC – Email sent to Monica 01/31/2007
· Site content review and update – underway. All text and support files reviewed. Minor updates in progress.

· Persistence Subcommittee – Email supervisors on dropping page. List studies. ACTION TOC – Checked with Rafael, and he voted to close the persistence subcommittee, so I did.
· CADMAC Agendas and Minutes page. Conclusion: Drop page. ACTION TOC – Complete as of 01/31/07
5. Adjourn conference call at 10:02 AM PST. Next call: February 6, 2007 at 9:30 AM PST.
Draft Agenda for Website Committee Conference Call

9:30 AM, Tuesday, December 12, 2006

Dial in Number: 1-888-900-1820

Participant Passcode: 578021

1. Approve minutes of October 10, 2006 Website Committee conference call. (Minutes available in the Website area at the bottom of the Administration page of CALMAC.org. Direct link to this page is 

http://www.calmac.org/website-agendas.asp 

2. Regular Meeting Items

· Review Toolkit document list. (Note: For simplicity the contents of the page have been attached to this agenda. PLEASE review prior to the conference call and see if you identify any missing documents.)
3. Pending issues about the site from prior calls:

· Reinstituting the MAESTRO quarterly report. – Status, memorandum discussing critical issues should be sent before the conference call.

· Updating of MAESTRO and CALMAC contact lists - Status

4. Any Other Business

· Expanding Searchable Database to non California Reports. Response to recommendation to CALMAC. – A memorandum on this and a proposal by the CEE should be sent prior to the conference call.

· Site content review and update – underway. All text and support files reviewed. Minor updates in progress.

· Persistence Subcommittee

· CADMAC Agendas and Minutes page

5. Adjourn conference call. Next call: DISCUSS DATE at 9:30 AM.

	This page supplies evaluators doing evaluations in California with the latest versions of the key documents, rulings, and tools, that define, inform or control their evaluation efforts. For your convenience, the "tools" are divided into two sections, one applying to Energy Efficiency and the other to Demand Response. 

		
Since CALMAC is attempting to keep this page current and useful, we ask that if you come to the page and note that an important document is out of date or is missing, that you let us know. If you have the document you can submit it for inclusion on the page through the CALMAC/Administration page using the bullet titled "Submit a Protocol, Filing or Tool". If you don't have the document, you can email the website administrator and request that it be added by emailing a request to admin@calmac.org. 


	 
 
Energy Efficiency 

 
 
Title

Date

Size (kBytes)

California Energy Efficiency Evaluation Protocols: Technical, Methodological, and Reporting Requirements for Evaluation Professionals 
4/1/2006
1077




CPUC Bidders Guidelines 
1/1/2006
61




D. 05-04-051 EM&V Policy Decision 
4/21/2005
355




D. 05-01-055, INTERIM OPINION ON THE ADMINISTRATIVE STRUCTURE FOR ENERGY EFFICIENCY: HRESHOLD ISSUES 
1/27/2005
416




California Public Utilities Commission Energy Efficiency Policy Manual, Version 2 
8/1/2003
156




 
 
Demand Response 

 
 
Title

Date

Size (kBytes)

Draft Decision - ORDER ADOPTING CHANGES TO 2007 UTILITY DEMAND RESPONSE PROGRAMS (Covers 2007 demand response program augmentation.) (A.05-06-006, A.05-06-008 and A.05-06-017) 
10/30/2006
238




ASSIGNED COMMISSIONER’S RULING AUGMENTING AUGUST 6, 2006 RULING REQUIRING UTILITY PROPOSALS TO AUGMENT 2007 DEMAND RESPONSE PROGRAMS (modifys 8/6/06 Assigned Commissioner Ruling) (Proceedings A.05-06-006, A.05-06-008 and A.05-06-017; ACR-08/22/06) 
8/22/2006
135




ASSIGNED COMMISSIONER AND ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S RULING REGARDING PARTICIPATION OF THE CALIFORNIA ENERGY COMMISSION (directs California Energy Commission participation in Demand Response process.) (Proceeding A.05-03-015—SDG&E AMI; ACR 8/14/06) 
8/14/2006
89




ASSIGNED COMMISSIONER’S RULING REQUIRING UTILITY PROPOSALS TO AUGMENT 2007 DEMAND RESPONSE PROGRAMS (directs IOUs to file Demand Response program augmentations on 8/30/06) (Proceeding A.05-06-006, A.05-06-008 and A.05-06-017; ACR—8/6/2006) 
8/9/2006
82




FINAL OPINION AUTHORIZING PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC COMPANY TO DEPLOY ADVANCED METERING INFRASTRUCTURE (Proceeding A.05-06-028—PG&E AMI; D.06-07-027) 
7/20/2006
260




Appendices for Draft Version 1, Protocols for Estimating Load Impacts from DR Programs 
4/3/2006
195




Draft Version 1, Protocols for Estimating the Load Impact from DR Programs 
4/3/2006
319




DECISION ADOPTING SETTLEMENT (Approves settlement agreement for 2006-2008 demand response programs) (Proceeding A.05-06-006, A.05-06-008 and A.05-06-017; D.06-03-024) 
3/15/2006
164




DECISION CLOSING THIS RULEMAKING AND IDENTIFYING FUTURE ACTIVITIES RELATED TO DEMAND RESPONSE (decision closing proceeding) (Rulemaking R.02-06-001; D.05-11-009) 
11/18/2005
90




DECISION APPROVING SETTLEMENT ON PRE-DEPLOYMENT COSTS (Proceeding A.05-03-015—SDG&E AMI; D.05-08-018) 
8/25/2005
26




OPINION ADOPTING AN INCREMENTAL BUDGET FOR THE STATEWIDE PRICING PILOT, ADVANCED DEMAND RESPONSE SYSTEM, AND INFORMATION DISPLAY PILOT (Approves incremental Statewide Pricing Pilot budget for 2005) (Rulemaking R.02-06-001; D.05-07-011) 
7/21/2005
30




ASSIGNED COMMISSIONER AND ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S RULING ON THE BUDGET FOR THE STATEWIDE PRICING PILOT, ADVANCED DEMAND RESPONSE SYSTEM, AND INFORMATION DISPLAY PILOT (Authorizes carryover budget for Statewide Pricing Pilot in anticipation of D0507011) (Rulemaking R.02-06-001; ACR 4/18/2005) 
4/18/2005
43




OPINION APPROVING 2005 DEMAND RESPONSE GOALS, PROGRAMS AND BUDGETS (Rulemaking R.02-06-001; D.05-01-056) 
1/27/2005
213




ASSIGNED COMMISSIONER AND ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S RULING DIRECTING THE FILING OF RATE DESIGN PROPOSALS FOR LARGE CUSTOMERS (Directs filing of rate design proposals for large customers and leads to Critical Peak Pricing applications) (Rulemaking R.02-06-001; ACR 12/8/2004) 
12/8/2004
23




ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE’S RULING APPROVING 2004 SCHEDULE AND PLAN FOR THE STATEWIDE PRICING PILOT EVALUATION AND CUSTOMER RESEARCH ACTIVITIES AND ESTABLISHING PROCESS FOR EVALUATION OF PROPOSED 2005 PRICE RESPONSIVE DEMAND PROGRAMS (Contains 2004 program modifications and goals revision) (Rulemaking R.02-06-001; 06/02/2004 Ruling) 
6/2/2004
177




OPINION APPROVING 2004 BUDGET REQUEST FOR THE STATEWIDE PRICING PILOT FOR RESIDENTIAL AND SMALL COMMERCIAL CUSTOMERS (Rulemaking R.02-06-001; D.04-01-012) 
1/8/2004
41




INTERIM OPINION IN PHASE 1 ADDRESSING DEMAND RESPONSE GOALS AND ADOPTING TARIFFS AND PROGRAMS FOR LARGE CUSTOMERS (This decision approves the Working Group 2 programs, tariffs budget and demand response goals. It also includes the Working Group 1 Vision) (Rulemaking R.02-06-001; D.03-06-032) 
6/5/2003
261




INTERIM OPINION IN PHASE 1 ADOPTING PILOT PROGRAM FOR RESIDENTIAL AND SMALL COMMERICAL CUSTOMERS (This decision approves the design and first year budget for the Statewide Pricing Pilot) (Rulemaking R.02-06-001; D.03-03-036) 
3/13/2003
194
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December 7, 2006

To: 
Pierre Landry, Chair of MAESTRO 

Peter Lai, CPUC Representative on CALAMC Website Committee
Rafael Friedmann, PG&E M&E Supervisor

Marian Brown, SCE M&E Supervisor

Kevin McKinley, Sempra M&E Supervisor

Tim Drew, CPUC CALMAC Representative

Sylvia Bender, CEC M&E Supervisor

cc: 
Website Committee
From:
Tim Caulfield, Equipoise Consulting Incorporated

Re:
What is the Purpose of the MAESTRO Quarterly Report?

Summary – In trying to get the MAESTRO Quarterly Report back in operation, I have been addressing several important issues, most of which fall into the rubric of “What is the Purpose of the MAESTRO Quarterly Report?” This memorandum summarizes those issues and requests feedback from the key decision makers about the purpose and content of the MASETRO Quarterly Report.
Background – For a myriad of reasons the MAESTRO Quarterly Report hasn’t been updated since the end of 2005. When queried in mid 2006 as to whether the report should be continued, Tim Drew of the CPUC stated that they would like to see the MAESTRO quarterly report continued to track the non-impact evaluation projects. He stated that the impact projects will be tracked by a CPUC tracking database, although it is unclear at this point how that information will be made public. 

In addition, in July of 2006 the CALMAC Website Committee and the Working Group (WG2) M&E Advisory Committee agreed that including demand response (DR) evaluation projects in the MAESTRO Quarterly Report was a good idea, so this update will include demand response projects.

Based on this input, Equipoise Consulting Inc., who is currently the CALMAC Website Administrator, has set about designing an updated database for use in housing the quarterly report data and process for routine updates of the MAESTRO Quarterly Report. 

The existing database used for the quarterly report was designed in 2000 in a completely different evaluation environment. It contained many outdated fields/parameters that hadn’t been used in years, the input screens were out of date, and most of the records were no longer applicable.

Database Redesign – The redesign of the database raised several interesting questions requiring feedback from the report “clients”, such as:

· What is the purpose of the report and how does that affect what variables are required to satisfy that purpose,

· Should the report attempt to track procurement versus PGC projects, and

· Should the report include funding totals?

The answers to these questions are needed to establish the parameters to be collected and the layout of the report. We propose answers, but seek feedback on the proposals.

For reference and input, we are attaching the report layout as it existed when it was last generated (Attachment A), and a “new” version of the report (Attachment B) with the modifications proposed below, at the end of this memo. When proceeding through the discussion presented below, readers may wish to review these two formats for clarification. It is important to note that we have not updated the resident information (except where necessary to make a point) in the attachments, simply the format and layout.

Purpose of the Report and Variables – Equipoise posits that the main purpose of the report is to define the evaluation project for the reader and to report its progress. To that end the project variables that were in the report the last time that it was updated seem to fulfill this purpose. They are:

	Parameter
	Added Description

	Utility Code
	An alpha code for the utility that was managing the evaluation.

	Evaluation Funding Year
	Numeric field allowing more than one year.

	Code
	This is a unique database code and doesn’t really need to be in the report.

	CALMAC Project Number
	The proper name is actually CALMAC Study ID

	Project Name
	Text Field

	Project Description
	Text Field

	Project Objectives
	Text Field

	PM Name
	IOU person managing the evaluation

	Budget
	This is the contract budget, not the overall evaluation budget.

	Status Description
	Short coded description field

	Completion Date
	Date field


A corollary to this purpose is that the redesigned MAESTRO Quarterly Report will not track non-evaluation utility projects such as customer or market research. 
Track Funding Source (Procurement vs. PGC)? – Equipoise considered whether there was any value in attempting to differentiate or track the source of funding for an evaluation (PGC vs. procurement). After considering the issue, Equipoise proposes that attempting to track project funding sources would be questionable and difficult. Some projects have mixed funding sources and often the project manager, who the data is collected from, may not be able to tell you whether the source is procurement, PGC, or mixed. Also we don’t see the what value this information would be for the consumer of the report.

In addition, the report now needs to distinguish between energy efficiency (EE) projects and demand response (DR) projects. This is fairly clear and project managers would be expected to know whether they are managing an EE or DR evaluation project. Thus this information would be easily obtainable.

Whether to Total Budgets – Besides documenting the variables for each project in the previous report, the report separated the projects out by funding year and utility code, and then gave a sum of the total evaluation dollars for each sub category and summed across funding years for each utility code.

It should be noted that the dollars reported are “contracting” dollars, which are a subset of the dollars allocated for evaluations in rulings, since utilities retain varying percentages for overhead and administration. Thus the summation does not tie back to any value documented in rulings.

The summation of evaluation dollars by funding year is an anachronism from the early days of the original report. The report does not include completed projects (since there are often more completed projects than ongoing projects) so the summation of dollars by funding year has very little significance. We propose that these summations be dropped.

Proposed Changes to Variables and Report Structure – The following key changes are proposed to the variables presented in the report:

1. If one accepts that the purpose of the Quarterly Report is to document the progress of the individual projects, and that the totaling of the evaluation amounts by utility and funding year has little meaning, then totaling of funding amounts should be dropped from the report. 

2. The evolution of the multi-year evaluation cycle means that many evaluations may have several “sub-cycles” during a project (e.g., and evaluation cycle for 2006, 2007 and 2008). This means that hard coded categories for project status are no longer really workable. We propose changing this to a text field where each project manager will supply a short description of the status.

3. Drop the reporting of the database code, use the CALMAC Study ID as the main identifier. This will enhance the use of the CALMAC Study ID and will reinforce the structure offered by the CALMAC Study ID.

4. Separate the report into two halves, one for EE and one for DR.

Frequency – The CALMAC Website Committee discussed the issue of the periodicity of the MAESTRO Quarterly Report because the 2006 through 2008 evaluations are projected to have more frequent and shorter sub-projects. The concern is that the report would become irrelevant because it does not supply timely information. The decision was to try monthly updates of the report rather than quarterly. As a result we propose changing the name of the report to MAESTRO Project Status Report after this memo is approved.
Data Collection Mechanism – Historically the data collection for the MAESTRO Quarterly Report has been executed by Equipoise calling each of the 15 or so project managers at the three Investor Owned Utilities (IOUs) or the California Energy Commission. This was a fairly narrowly defined group. It is our understanding that all non-impact related evaluations or studies will be conducted by the utilities during the 2006-2008 program cycle, including the third party program studies. This will mean that the group that needs to be contacted will remain small.

Equipoise considered whether other means of data collection could be used, such as asking project managers to go to an online database and fill in the information themselves. Our experience with trying to get project managers to respond made us discount this approach as unworkable. We just don’t believe that the busy project managers would update the data in a timely manner. Instead we will concentrate our effort on streamlining the data collection process to minimize the person hours required to complete the report each time. This may include identifying the project that require monthly data collection and only contacting those project managers monthly.

Summary – In summary we intend a similar but streamlined report, exclusive of funding totals, that will be updated via personal contact monthly. As always we will announce the availability of the report once it is posted on the CALMAC website.


CALMAC Quarterly Report

Monday, December 04, 2006
PG&E
Page 1 of 21

UtilityCode
PG&E

Monday, December 04, 2006
PG&E
Page 2 of 21

FundingYear
2002

Code
CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
Date

SW074
PGE0117, 
Energy Efficiency 
There will be several reports 
To provide energy efficiency 
Rafael Friedmann
$800,000
Final 
3/30/2006

PGE0110
Potential Study
from this study. The first 
potential forecasts for stakeholders 
Reporting

report, a summary study of 
and policy makers in California.

energy efficiency potential 

in California, is due at the 

expected date shown to the 

right. A second report will 

include a plan for updating 

energy efficiency potential.

Summary for 'FundingYear' =  2002 (1 detail record)
Sum
$800,000
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FundingYear
2002, 2003

Code
CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
Date

C0021
PGE0208
2002-035 Statewide CA 
Evaluate the 2002/3 
Develop process and impact 
Dionne Adams
$480,000
Draft 
3/30/2006

Energy Star New Homes
Statewide Residential New 
evaluations
Reporting

Construction program

C0006
PGE0221
New Construction 
Develop potential estimates 
Sectors include residential , 
Dionne Adams
$275,000
Draft 
3/30/2006

Market Potential
for all new construction 
commercial and a limited number 
Reporting

sectors.
of industrial applications 

Summary for 'FundingYear' =  2002, 2003 (2 detail records)
Sum
$755,000
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FundingYear
2004,2005

Code
CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
Date

C0036
PGE0212
Industrial Energy Use 
The industrial energy use 
This study has two main objectives:
Jennifer Barnes
$1,250,000
Project 
12/31/2007

Survey (Manufacturers 
study will expand our 
• To provide information on 
Initiation

End Use Survey)
knowledge of the distribution 
industrial energy use and energy 

of energy among industrial 
efficiency by end use for 

customers and their end uses 
improved targeting of public goods 

of energy.    These 
charge energy efficiency 

customers use a significant 
programs; and• To comply with 

amount of California’s 
Title 20 provisions which require 

energy, accounting for over 
the utilities and CEC to conduct an 

20% and 44% of the 
industrial end-use study by June 

electricity and natural gas 
2006.

use in California.   A better 

understanding of their 

energy use will be useful for 

California energy demand 

forecasting and for defining 

future energy policies that 

ensure adequate energy 

supplies to this major sector 

of the economy. Enhanced 

knowledge of their end-use 

energy distribution will 

enable further refinement to 

estimates of energy 

efficiency potential and 

programs for these 

customers, and optimization 

of an integrated portfolio of 

energy system investment 

needs. 

C0041
PGE0213
Best Practices Database
The overall goal of the Study
To accomplish this effort, the Study
Rafael Friedmann
$300,000
Project 
12/31/2006

 is to document the best 
 will include benchmarking on 
Initiation

practices of energy 
program process and performance.

efficiency programs in order

 to enhance the design of 

energy efficiency programs 

in California.

Monday, December 04, 2006
PG&E
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C0044
PGE0214
2004-05 Statewide 
To measure the impact of 
To measure impacts of single 
Dionne Adams
$1,300,000
Project 
12/31/2006

Single Family Rebates
Single Family program
family measures.
Initiation

C0049
PGE0215
2004-05 Statewide 
Impact and process 
TBD as part of the Research Plan
Beatrice Mayo
$2,100,000
RFP out
3/15/2007

Express Efficiency 
evaluation for small and 

(Includes Upstrean 
medium businesses 

HVAC and Motors)
participation in Express 

Efficiency program. Also 

will look at the upstream 

effects of the program on EE

 HVAC and motors.

C0050
PGE0216
2004-05 Statewide 
Process and impact 
To acertain how well the audits are 
Rafael Friedmann
$300,000
RFP out
3/1/2007

Nonresidential Audits
evaluation.
enhancing addoption both with and 

without the EE programs, and in 

what specific areas. 

C0051
PGE0217
2004-05 Statewide 
Training for building 
TBD as part of the Research Plan
Beatrice Mayo
$100,000
Research 
12/30/2006

Building Operator 
operators and their 
Plan

Training
supervisiors to help them 

better select and operate 

equipment for energy 

efficiency. Will also look at 

the effects of adding 

additional levels of training to

 broaden audience.

C0053
PGE0218
2004-05 Statewide CA 
Evaluate the 2004/5 
Develop process and impact 
Dionne Adams
$785,000
Analysis
6/30/2006

Energy Star New Homes
Statewide Residential New 
evaluations

Construction program

C0084
PGE0239
Bakersfield/Kern 
Direct install services for 
Determine savings and provide 
Beatrice Mayo
$115,161
Data 
6/15/2006

County Energy Watch 
hard to reach customer and 
early insite into program 
Collection

Partnership
small businesses
performance and suggest ways to 

improve the programs.

C0085
PGE0240
Eldorado County 
Direct install, information 
Determine savings and provide 
Beatrice Mayo
$13,605
Data 
6/30/2006

Partnership
component, customized EE 
early insite into program 
Collection

management services and 
performance and suggest ways to 

financial incentives, energy 
improve the programs.

efficiency training for CBOs

Monday, December 04, 2006
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C0086
PGE0241
City of Fresno 
Direct install, CBO Training, 
Determine savings and provide 
Beatrice Mayo
$54,225
Data 
6/30/2006

Partnership
energy audits, energy use 
early insite into program 
Collection

benchmarking, informational
performance and suggest ways to 

 services, targeted training to 
improve the programs.

city staff

C0087
PGE0242
Silicon Valley Energy 
Collaborative of cities and 
Determine savings and provide 
Beatrice Mayo
$49,200
Data 
6/30/2006

Partnership
municipalities within the 
early insite into program 
Collection

South Bay, Work with local 
performance and suggest ways to 

gov and cities on green 
improve the programs.

building program in 

partnership w CEC and city 

of San Jose. Offer education 

and outreach, direct install to 

hard to reach residential and 

non residential. Municipal 

Bldg energy audits, design 

assist and coordinate trianing 

seminars with PEC.

C0088
PGE0243
City of Stockton 
Direct install EE retrofits, 
Determine savings and provide 
Beatrice Mayo
$32,391
Data 
6/30/2006

Partnership
rebates, information 
early insite into program 
Collection

services, CBO Training, EE 
performance and suggest ways to 

audits and targeted training 
improve the programs.

and assistance to city staff.

C0089
PGE0244
City of West 
information program, 
Determine savings and provide 
Beatrice Mayo
$8,257
Data 
6/30/2006

Sacramento Partnership
provide EE informatin and 
early insite into program 
Collection

incentives for installation of 
performance and suggest ways to 

EE equipment, marketing 
improve the programs.

and outreach, support for 

codes and standards 

enforcement, local traing 

classes for design engineers 

and partnerships, audits and 

access SPC incentive plans

Monday, December 04, 2006
PG&E
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C0090
PGE0245
East Bay Energy 
Works w private sector utility
Determine savings and provide 
Beatrice Mayo
$133,117
Data 
6/30/2006

Partnership
 and energy firms and CBO, 
early insite into program 
Collection

research organizations, city 
performance and suggest ways to 

and county agencies, and 
improve the programs.

local govs. To provide gas 

and electric savings to all 

market sectors.

Summary for 'FundingYear' =  2004,2005 (14 detail records)
Sum
$6,540,956

Summary for 'UtilityCode' =  PG&E (17 detail records)
Sum
$8,095,956
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UtilityCode
SCE

Monday, December 04, 2006
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FundingYear
2002

Code
CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
Date

SW085
SCE0158
Master Evaluation 
Review all 2002-2003 
Improve the quality, comparability
Marian Brown
$460,000
Complete
11/30/2005

Contract for 
program evaluation plans 
 and cost-effectiveness of 2002 and
d

Coordination (2002-03 
and provide 
 2003 local and statewide program 

Summary Study)
recommendations for 
evaluations.  Develop a tracking 

improvement, coordination, 
system for the programs and their 

and consolidation.  Develop 
evaluations.  Produce a summary 

and populate a program and 
study that  reviews the evaluation 

evaluation tracking system.  
reports.

Analyze the evaluations and 

produce a summary study 

on them.

Summary for 'FundingYear' =  2002 (1 detail record)
Sum
$460,000

Monday, December 04, 2006
SCE
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FundingYear
2003

Code
CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
Date

C0027
SCE0196
SCE Residential In-
The evaluation will assess 
The objectives are to: 1) verify 
Angela Jones
$25,000
Draft 
3/31/2006

Home Audits
performance of the 2003 In-
whether the Program goals were 
Reporting

Home Audit Program by 
achieved including both the audit 

investigating the degree to 
and HTR goals; and 2) to provide 

which marketing efforts 
recommendations that would allow 

target the group of customers
Program designers to improve the 

 that are most likely to 
target marketing of the Local In-

participate and the success at
Home Program.

 which the Program reaches 

HTR audiences. We will also

 investigate whether the 

utilities have met their filed 

Program goals.

Summary for 'FundingYear' =  2003 (1 detail record)
Sum
$25,000

Monday, December 04, 2006
SCE
Page 11 of 21

FundingYear
2004,2005

Code
CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
Date

C0033
SCE0213
Evaluation 
Provide supplementary work
Complete a set of evaluation 
Marian Brown
$100,000
Project 
6/30/2006

Framework/Protocols
 beyond that funded by the 
protocols in good time for 2006-8 
Initiation

Energy Division for the 
evaluation plan development

development of protocols

C0046
SCE0218
2004-05 Statewide 
Verification of program 
Verify program accomplishments 
Carol Yin
$249,000
Data 
12/15/2006

Home Energy 
accomplishments and market
as required by the CPUC; gather 
Collection

Efficiency Surveys
 assessment for the in-home, 
data and conduct analyses to 

online, and mail-in home 
increase program effectiveness 

energy efficiency survey 
and energy savings for 2006-8, 

programs conducted by the 4
with a focus on marketing and 

 utilities.

C0047
SCE0219
2004-05 Statewide 
EM&V study - includes dual 
dual metered data collection and 
Shahana 
$550,000
Research 
6/30/2006

Residential Appliance 
metered data collection and 
gross savings analysis. Process 
Samiullah
Plan

Recycling
gross savings 
evaluation and analysis of 

analysis.Process evaluation 
secondary market for old units.

and analysis of secondary 

market for old units.

C0048
SCE0220
2004-05 Statewide 
This study is an evaluation of
Verify the reported energy 
Pierre Landry
$1,100,000
Pre-RFP
12/31/2006

Standard Performance 
 the system impact and the 
savings; develop reliable ex post 

Contract Program 
administrative process of the 
estimates; test the program theory, 

Evaluation
statewide Standard 
estimate freeridership and NTGR; 

Performance Contracting 
determine whether it was 

(SPC) Program.
implemented as planned.
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C0052
SCE0221
2004-05 Statewide 
This on-going study 
The information developed (Gross 
Cathy Chappell
$740,000
Project 
3/30/2007

NRNC Building 
quantifies the whole-building 
kWh, therms, kW savings, program 
Initiation

Efficiency Assessment 
and end-use energy savings 
process) helps assess the success of

and efficiencies of both 
 NRNC program designs and 

participant and non-
implementation activities.

participant buildings.  The 

study calculates savings by 

the end-use of systems 

improvements, as well as by 

whole building integrated 

design. This project will 

determine only gross 

impacts.

C0054
SCE0222
2004-05 Statewide 
Response not received for 
Process evaluation, logic model 
Carol Yin
$200,000
RFP out

Emerging Technology 
this update.
refinement, assessment of the 

Demonstration
evaluability of long term impact

C0055
SCE0223
2004-05 Statewide 
IOU energy centers will 
Process evaluation, collecting 
Carol Yin
$348,468
Data 
12/1/2006

Education and Training 
provide training and 
feedback from energy center staff 
Collection

Services
educational programs on 
on challenges of implementing best

energy efficient practices 
 parctices. Categorizing seminars 

and measures for 
and workshops according to the 

commercial customers
likelihood of motivating EE actions.

C0056
SCE0224
2004-05 Statewide 
This study will provide a 
The objectives of this study are: to 
Cathy Chappell
$110,000
Pre-RFP
12/31/2006

Codes and Standards 
baseline for estimating 
evaluate the proposed code change 

Support
realized energy savings from
proposals to assess the applicability 

 the proposed 2005 code 
and appropriateness of baselining 

changes (finalized in 2003). 
activity for each;  conduct 

The purpose of the baseline 
secondary database research and 

study is to determine the 
potentially primary field research 

prevalence of the measures 
to determine baseline data.

and their level of efficiency 

within the state.
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C0070
SCE0225
UC-CSU-IOU 
This study includes two 
Impact Evaluation: To complete a 
Marian Brown
$325,000
Data 
9/30/2006

Partnership
separate evaluations of The 
load impact analysis including a 
Collection

Statewide Partnership 
calculation of first-year energy 

UC/CSU Program for 
savings and a peak load reduction 

program years 2004 and 
estimate on a per building, per end-

2005.  The first evaluation is 
use basis. This should be completed

an impact evaluation and will
 for both the Energy Efficiency 

 assess the results of the 
Retrofits and the Facility 

program in terms of 
Monitoring Based Commissioning 

achieved levels of energy 
elements of the program.  These 

and peak demand savings.  
values will then be used to estimate 

The second evaluation will 
the dollar savings of the program 

be a process evaluation and 
and to assess future program 

will focus on the resulting 
activities.  An estimate of the Net-

success of the program in 
to-Gross ratio will also be 

streamlining the efficiency 
calculated to assess the impact of 

and enhancing the value of 
the program on a net basis. Process

this newly created 
 Evaluation: Because this is an 

partnership and the 
innovative program design, the 

associated program 
focus of the Process Evaluation will

activities.  The evaluation 
 be on assessing its level of initial 

plan will cover two years, 
success and on identifying the 

2004 and 2005, but will 
ways in which it could be refined to

provide results to the 
 increase the efficiency and value 

program participants at 
of the program to the universities 

regular intervals throughout 
and the utilities.  The results of the 

the two-year process.
process evaluation should indicate 

to the partnership ways to 

streamline the program, ways to 

increase the levels of energy and 

demand savings being achieved, 

and ways to increase all 

participants’ satisfaction with the 

program.  It is hoped that the 

process evaluation will also be able 

to provide ongoing feedback and 

advice to this new program to 

facilitate incremental 

improvements to program process 

and operations as the program 

progresses over the two-year 

period.   The process evaluation 

will also be used to evaluate the 

Training and Education component 

of the program.
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C0071
SCE0226
LAC/ISD–SCE–SCG 
This study is an evaluation of
Investigate the energy impacts of 
Pierre Landry
$101,930
Data 
6/1/2006

Partnership Program 
 the system impact and the 
the program, the accuracy of the 
collection

Evaluation
administrative process of the 
program theory, and the cost-

Los Angeles County/Internal 
effectiveness and free-ridership in 

Services Department-
the program.

Southern California Edison-

Southern California Gas 

Energy Efficiency 

Partnership Program 

(LAC/ISD–SCE–SCG 

Partnership Pr

C0072
SCE0227
SCE's South Bay CCOG 
This study is mainly a 
Investigate customer satisfaction 
Ed Lovelace
$38,000
Draft 
3/30/2006

Partnership
process evaluation of the 
with the program; test the program 
Reporting

program, although 
theory; determine whether 

behavioral impacts may be 
program was implemented as 

explored.

C0073
SCE0228
SCE's Ventura County 
Response not received for 
Investigate customer satisfaction 
Ed Lovelace
$70,000
Draft 
3/30/2006

Partnership
this update.
with the program; test the program 
Reporting

theory; determine whether 

program was implemented as 

C0074
SCE0229
SCE's City of Pomona 
Impact analysis of the 
Billing analysis of customer 
Richard Pulliam
$23,000
Final 
3/31/2006

Partnership
program impact.
records
Reporting

C0075
SCE0230
SCE's Nonresidential 
Impact, process, and 
Measure and verify energy 
Richard Pulliam
$279,960
Data 
5/31/2006

Hard-to-Reach (Direct 
customer satisfaction study.
savings, review participant records,
Collection

Install)
 billing analysis, engineering 

analysis, self report free ridership, 

evaluate implemntation process, 

implementation contractors, 

customers and utility staff, 

measure customer statisfaction and

 program improvement. Assess 

degree to which program is 

influencing customer decisions

Monday, December 04, 2006
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C0076
SCE0231
SCE's Community 
SCE partners with the 
Process evaluation, impact analysis.
Carol Yin
$300,000
Data 
3/31/2006

Energy Partnership
Energy Coalition to provide 
Collection

school programs, home and 

small business audits with 

small appliance installations, 

CFL and torchiere giveaway 

events

C0082
SCE0238
2004-05 Statewide 
This on-going project 
The study provides information for 
Cathy Chappell
$140,000
Data 
6/30/2006

Nonresidential New 
provides reports of statewide 
the following two areas: 1) NRNC 
Collection

Construction 
NRNC market activity and 
market characteristics: construction

Market/Program 
Savings By Design program 
 value and volume, types of 

Tracking
tracking information by 
buildings, etc; 2) Savings By Design

building type.
 (SBD) program activity tracking 

and penetration in the market .

C0083
SCE0242
NRNC Market Effects 
This project will look at the 
Creation of a logic model to 
Cathy Chappell
$320,000
Pre-RFP
5/1/2007

Study
market effects of the 
describes how all of the programs, 

nonresidential new 
infrastructure, and initiatives within 

construction market. From a 
the market are designed to operate 

market perspective, the 
as a market portfolio. Provide net 

measurement of the 
savings from the NRNC market.

efficiency of the new 

building stock, compared to a

 prior measurement, 

provides the most direct 

indication of the savings 

achieved market-wide.

Summary for 'FundingYear' =  2004,2005 (17 detail records)
Sum
$4,995,358
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FundingYear
2005, 2006

Code
CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
Date
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C0069
SCE0234
SCE's IDEEA Program
SCE’s Innovative Designs for
1) Promoting innovation in energy 
Shahana 
$800,000
Project 
12/31/2006

 Energy Efficiency 
efficiency programs: The primary 
Samiullah
Initiation

Activities (IDEEA) program 
focus of this program is to add a 

will be an annual competitive
significant source of innovation to 

 bidding solicitation of 
SCE’s energy efficiency portfolio.  

innovative and cost-effective
2. Achieving cost-effective energy 

 energy efficiency program 
and peak demand savings: Because 

proposals across all market 
this program will be funded with 

and customer segments, 
SCE energy procurement funds, its 

funded by up to $6,000,000 
focus will be on proposals that 

annually (not including 
provide cost-effective, long-term 

evaluation and measurement
energy savings and peak demand 

 costs) of energy 
reductions that would not be 

procurement funds.   The 
achieved by the existing program 

focus will be on different 
portfolio.  SCE anticipates that the 

marketing or delivery 
mix of selected projects will 

methods, different market 
achieve equal a level of cost-

segments, and/or different 
effectiveness comparable to SCE’s 

technologies than those 
overall portfolio.  3.  Filling gaps 

offered in the SCE portfolio.  
and adding best practices: Winning 

Winning proposals will fill 
proposals will fill possible customer

possible gaps in the overall 
 and technology gaps in the overall 

portfolio of programs 
portfolio of programs offered in 

offered in SCE’s service 
SCE’s service and/or offer best 

territory or offer best 
practices not incorporated in 

practices not incorporated in 
particular programs in the portfolio 

similar programs in the 
 4. Coordinating programs in SCE’s 

portfolio.  For 2004, SCE will 
portfolio for maximum 

draft a solicitation this fall 
effectiveness: Wherever feasible 

and be prepared to modify it 
and desirable, the winning 

as necessary and to release it
proposals will be implemented by 

 as soon as possible after 
the bidders with active SCE support.

CPUC approval of the 
  An active relationship is usually 

program.  If the CPUC does 
crucial for effective coordination to

not approve this program, 
 maximize the overall effectiveness

SCE will reallocate the 
 of programs.  It also allows the 

proposed funding to other 
strengths of both parties to be 

programs in its proposed 
brought to bear on the effective 

portfolio of energy 
implementation of the program. In 

procurement-funded 
our experience, most bidders 

programs.   The IDEA 
prefer to work with the utility as a 

program is offered in 
supportive partner, rather than 

Southern California Edison 
having the utility maintain an arms-

(SCE) service territory and is
length contract management role.  

 part of the Residential 
5.  Meet CPUC objectives for 

Hardware Incentive, 
increased inclusion of third parties 

Commercial Hardware 
in program design and 

Incentive, Industrial 
implementation: In multiple rulings,

Monday, December 04, 2006
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Hardware Incentive, and 
 the Commission has affirmed the 

New Construction Hardware 
value and importance it sees in 

Incentive Programs 
enhancing the sustainability and 

described in SCE’s Long-
effectiveness of energy efficiency 

Term Resource Plan 
program activities by enabling high

Testimony.
 levels of participation of a variety 

of allies—local governments, non-

profit organizations, and 

companies.  This program proposal

 is one of several ways that SCE 

seeks to reach this Commission 

objective.  

Summary for 'FundingYear' =  2005, 2006 (1 detail record)
Sum
$800,000

Summary for 'UtilityCode' =  SCE (20 detail records)
Sum
$6,280,358
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UtilityCode
SDG&E

Monday, December 04, 2006
SDG&E
Page 20 of 21

FundingYear
2004,2005

Code
CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
Date

C0045
SDG0206
2004-05 Statewide 
Verification of utility claims 
Verify utility achievements in the 
Mary Wold
$450,000
Analysis
5/31/2006

Multifamily Rebates
on multi-family energy 
multi-family sector.

efficiency rebates. This 

project will include a process

 evaluation as well, and the 

GIS mapping of the hard-to-

reach participants.

C0066
SDG0214
SDG&E San Diego City
Impact & Process 
Verification of Number of 
Rob Rubin
$82,700
Analysis
4/1/2007

 Schools Retrofit and 
measures installed, estimate kWh 

Partnership Program
& kW savings, Determine Cust. 

Satisfaction, program influence & 

implementation success

C0067
SDG0215
SDG&E Local 
Impact & Process 
Verification of Number of 
Rob Rubin
$767,500
Data 
4/1/2007

Nonresidential Retrofit 
measures installed, estimate kWh 
Collection

Customer Energy 
& kW savings, Determine Cust. 

Savings Bid (CESB) 
Satisfaction, program influence & 

Program - Procurement
implementation success

Summary for 'FundingYear' =  2004,2005 (3 detail records)
Sum
$1,300,200

Summary for 'UtilityCode' =  SDG&E (3 detail records)
Sum
$1,300,200

Grand Total
$15,676,514.00
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UtilityCode
PG&E

FundingYear
2002

CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
 





Date

PGE0117, 
Energy Efficiency 
There will be several reports 
To provide energy efficiency 
Rafael 
$800,000
The new format has a 255 
3/30/2006

PGE0110
Potential Study
from this study. The first 
potential forecasts for stakeholders 
Friedman
character long text field allowing 

report, a summary study of 
and policy makers in California.
n
the project manager to supply a 

energy efficiency potential 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

in California, is due at the 
the project status, and even the 

expected date shown to the 
status of subtasks.

right. A second report will 

include a plan for updating 

energy efficiency potential.
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UtilityCode
PG&E

FundingYear
2002, 2003

CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
 





Date

PGE0208
2002-035 Statewide CA 
Evaluate the 2002/3 
Develop process and impact 
Dionne 
$480,000
The new format has a 255 
3/30/2006

Energy Star New Homes
Statewide Residential New 
evaluations
Adams
character long text field allowing 

Construction program
the project manager to supply a 

relatively detailed desctiption of 

the project status, and even the 

status of subtasks.

PGE0221
New Construction 
Develop potential estimates 
Sectors include residential , 
Dionne 
$275,000
The new format has a 255 
3/30/2006

Market Potential
for all new construction 
commercial and a limited number 
Adams
character long text field allowing 

sectors.
of industrial applications 
the project manager to supply a 

relatively detailed desctiption of 

the project status, and even the 

status of subtasks.
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UtilityCode
PG&E

FundingYear
2004,2005

CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
 





Date

PGE0212
Industrial Energy Use 
The industrial energy use 
This study has two main objectives:
Jennifer 
$1,250,000
The new format has a 255 
12/31/2007

Survey (Manufacturers 
study will expand our 
• To provide information on 
Barnes
character long text field allowing 

End Use Survey)
knowledge of the distribution 
industrial energy use and energy 
the project manager to supply a 

of energy among industrial 
efficiency by end use for 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

customers and their end uses 
improved targeting of public goods 
the project status, and even the 

of energy.    These 
charge energy efficiency 
status of subtasks.

customers use a significant 
programs; and• To comply with 

amount of California’s 
Title 20 provisions which require 

energy, accounting for over 
the utilities and CEC to conduct an 

20% and 44% of the 
industrial end-use study by June 

electricity and natural gas 
2006.

use in California.   A better 

understanding of their 

energy use will be useful for 

California energy demand 

forecasting and for defining 

future energy policies that 

ensure adequate energy 

supplies to this major sector 

of the economy. Enhanced 

knowledge of their end-use 

energy distribution will 

enable further refinement to 

estimates of energy 

efficiency potential and 

programs for these 

customers, and optimization 

of an integrated portfolio of 

energy system investment 

needs. 
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UtilityCode
PG&E

FundingYear
2004,2005

CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
 





Date

PGE0213
Best Practices Database
The overall goal of the Study
To accomplish this effort, the Study
Rafael 
$300,000
The new format has a 255 
12/31/2006

 is to document the best 
 will include benchmarking on 
Friedman
character long text field allowing 

practices of energy 
program process and performance.
n
the project manager to supply a 

efficiency programs in order
relatively detailed desctiption of 

 to enhance the design of 
the project status, and even the 

energy efficiency programs 
status of subtasks.

in California.

PGE0214
2004-05 Statewide 
To measure the impact of 
To measure impacts of single 
Dionne 
$1,300,000
The new format has a 255 
12/31/2006

Single Family Rebates
Single Family program
family measures.
Adams
character long text field allowing 

the project manager to supply a 

relatively detailed desctiption of 

the project status, and even the 

status of subtasks.

PGE0215
2004-05 Statewide 
Impact and process 
TBD as part of the Research Plan
Beatrice 
$2,100,000
The new format has a 255 
3/15/2007

Express Efficiency 
evaluation for small and 
Mayo
character long text field allowing 

(Includes Upstrean 
medium businesses 
the project manager to supply a 

HVAC and Motors)
participation in Express 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

Efficiency program. Also 
the project status, and even the 

will look at the upstream 
status of subtasks.

effects of the program on EE

 HVAC and motors.

PGE0216
2004-05 Statewide 
Process and impact 
To acertain how well the audits are 
Rafael 
$300,000
The new format has a 255 
3/1/2007

Nonresidential Audits
evaluation.
enhancing addoption both with and 
Friedman
character long text field allowing 

without the EE programs, and in 
n
the project manager to supply a 

what specific areas. 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

the project status, and even the 

status of subtasks.
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UtilityCode
PG&E

FundingYear
2004,2005

CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
 





Date

PGE0217
2004-05 Statewide 
Training for building 
TBD as part of the Research Plan
Beatrice 
$100,000
The new format has a 255 
12/30/2006

Building Operator 
operators and their 
Mayo
character long text field allowing 

Training
supervisiors to help them 
the project manager to supply a 

better select and operate 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

equipment for energy 
the project status, and even the 

efficiency. Will also look at 
status of subtasks.

the effects of adding 

additional levels of training to

 broaden audience.

PGE0218
2004-05 Statewide CA 
Evaluate the 2004/5 
Develop process and impact 
Dionne 
$785,000
The new format has a 255 
6/30/2006

Energy Star New Homes
Statewide Residential New 
evaluations
Adams
character long text field allowing 

Construction program
the project manager to supply a 

relatively detailed desctiption of 

the project status, and even the 

status of subtasks.

PGE0239
Bakersfield/Kern 
Direct install services for 
Determine savings and provide 
Beatrice 
$115,161
The new format has a 255 
6/15/2006

County Energy Watch 
hard to reach customer and 
early insite into program 
Mayo
character long text field allowing 

Partnership
small businesses
performance and suggest ways to 
the project manager to supply a 

improve the programs.
relatively detailed desctiption of 

the project status, and even the 

status of subtasks.

PGE0240
Eldorado County 
Direct install, information 
Determine savings and provide 
Beatrice 
$13,605
The new format has a 255 
6/30/2006

Partnership
component, customized EE 
early insite into program 
Mayo
character long text field allowing 

management services and 
performance and suggest ways to 
the project manager to supply a 

financial incentives, energy 
improve the programs.
relatively detailed desctiption of 

efficiency training for CBOs
the project status, and even the 

status of subtasks.
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UtilityCode
PG&E

FundingYear
2004,2005

CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
 





Date

PGE0241
City of Fresno 
Direct install, CBO Training, 
Determine savings and provide 
Beatrice 
$54,225
The new format has a 255 
6/30/2006

Partnership
energy audits, energy use 
early insite into program 
Mayo
character long text field allowing 

benchmarking, informational
performance and suggest ways to 
the project manager to supply a 

 services, targeted training to 
improve the programs.
relatively detailed desctiption of 

city staff
the project status, and even the 

status of subtasks.

PGE0242
Silicon Valley Energy 
Collaborative of cities and 
Determine savings and provide 
Beatrice 
$49,200
The new format has a 255 
6/30/2006

Partnership
municipalities within the 
early insite into program 
Mayo
character long text field allowing 

South Bay, Work with local 
performance and suggest ways to 
the project manager to supply a 

gov and cities on green 
improve the programs.
relatively detailed desctiption of 

building program in 
the project status, and even the 

partnership w CEC and city 
status of subtasks.

of San Jose. Offer education 

and outreach, direct install to 

hard to reach residential and 

non residential. Municipal 

Bldg energy audits, design 

assist and coordinate trianing 

seminars with PEC.

PGE0243
City of Stockton 
Direct install EE retrofits, 
Determine savings and provide 
Beatrice 
$32,391
The new format has a 255 
6/30/2006

Partnership
rebates, information 
early insite into program 
Mayo
character long text field allowing 

services, CBO Training, EE 
performance and suggest ways to 
the project manager to supply a 

audits and targeted training 
improve the programs.
relatively detailed desctiption of 

and assistance to city staff.
the project status, and even the 

status of subtasks.
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UtilityCode
PG&E

FundingYear
2004,2005

CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
 





Date

PGE0244
City of West 
information program, 
Determine savings and provide 
Beatrice 
$8,257
The new format has a 255 
6/30/2006

Sacramento Partnership
provide EE informatin and 
early insite into program 
Mayo
character long text field allowing 

incentives for installation of 
performance and suggest ways to 
the project manager to supply a 

EE equipment, marketing 
improve the programs.
relatively detailed desctiption of 

and outreach, support for 
the project status, and even the 

codes and standards 
status of subtasks.

enforcement, local traing 

classes for design engineers 

and partnerships, audits and 

access SPC incentive plans

PGE0245
East Bay Energy 
Works w private sector utility
Determine savings and provide 
Beatrice 
$133,117
The new format has a 255 
6/30/2006

Partnership
 and energy firms and CBO, 
early insite into program 
Mayo
character long text field allowing 

research organizations, city 
performance and suggest ways to 
the project manager to supply a 

and county agencies, and 
improve the programs.
relatively detailed desctiption of 

local govs. To provide gas 
the project status, and even the 

and electric savings to all 
status of subtasks.

market sectors.
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UtilityCode
SCE

FundingYear
2002

CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
 





Date

SCE0158
Master Evaluation 
Review all 2002-2003 
Improve the quality, comparability
Marian 
$460,000
The new format has a 255 
11/30/2005

Contract for 
program evaluation plans 
 and cost-effectiveness of 2002 and
Brown
character long text field allowing 

Coordination (2002-03 
and provide 
 2003 local and statewide program 
the project manager to supply a 

Summary Study)
recommendations for 
evaluations.  Develop a tracking 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

improvement, coordination, 
system for the programs and their 
the project status, and even the 

and consolidation.  Develop 
evaluations.  Produce a summary 
status of subtasks.

and populate a program and 
study that  reviews the evaluation 

evaluation tracking system.  
reports.

Analyze the evaluations and 

produce a summary study 

on them.
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UtilityCode
SCE

FundingYear
2003

CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
 





Date

SCE0196
SCE Residential In-
The evaluation will assess 
The objectives are to: 1) verify 
Angela 
$25,000
The new format has a 255 
3/31/2006

Home Audits
performance of the 2003 In-
whether the Program goals were 
Jones
character long text field allowing 

Home Audit Program by 
achieved including both the audit 
the project manager to supply a 

investigating the degree to 
and HTR goals; and 2) to provide 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

which marketing efforts 
recommendations that would allow 
the project status, and even the 

target the group of customers
Program designers to improve the 
status of subtasks.

 that are most likely to 
target marketing of the Local In-

participate and the success at
Home Program.

 which the Program reaches 

HTR audiences. We will also

 investigate whether the 

utilities have met their filed 

Program goals.
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UtilityCode
SCE

FundingYear
2004,2005

CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
 





Date

SCE0213
Evaluation 
Provide supplementary work
Complete a set of evaluation 
Marian 
$100,000
The new format has a 255 
6/30/2006

Framework/Protocols
 beyond that funded by the 
protocols in good time for 2006-8 
Brown
character long text field allowing 

Energy Division for the 
evaluation plan development
the project manager to supply a 

development of protocols
relatively detailed desctiption of 

the project status, and even the 

status of subtasks.

SCE0218
2004-05 Statewide 
Verification of program 
Verify program accomplishments 
Carol Yin
$249,000
The new format has a 255 
12/15/2006

Home Energy 
accomplishments and market
as required by the CPUC; gather 
character long text field allowing 

Efficiency Surveys
 assessment for the in-home, 
data and conduct analyses to 
the project manager to supply a 

online, and mail-in home 
increase program effectiveness 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

energy efficiency survey 
and energy savings for 2006-8, 
the project status, and even the 

programs conducted by the 4
with a focus on marketing and 
status of subtasks.

 utilities.
targeting.

SCE0219
2004-05 Statewide 
EM&V study - includes dual 
dual metered data collection and 
Shahana 
$550,000
The new format has a 255 
6/30/2006

Residential Appliance 
metered data collection and 
gross savings analysis. Process 
Samiullah
character long text field allowing 

Recycling
gross savings 
evaluation and analysis of 
the project manager to supply a 

analysis.Process evaluation 
secondary market for old units.
relatively detailed desctiption of 

and analysis of secondary 
the project status, and even the 

market for old units.
status of subtasks.

SCE0220
2004-05 Statewide 
This study is an evaluation of
Verify the reported energy 
Pierre 
$1,100,000
The new format has a 255 
12/31/2006

Standard Performance 
 the system impact and the 
savings; develop reliable ex post 
Landry
character long text field allowing 

Contract Program 
administrative process of the 
estimates; test the program theory, 
the project manager to supply a 

Evaluation
statewide Standard 
estimate freeridership and NTGR; 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

Performance Contracting 
determine whether it was 
the project status, and even the 

(SPC) Program.
implemented as planned.
status of subtasks.
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SCE

FundingYear
2004,2005

CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
 





Date

SCE0221
2004-05 Statewide 
This on-going study 
The information developed (Gross 
Cathy 
$740,000
Project Initiation
3/30/2007

NRNC Building 
quantifies the whole-building 
kWh, therms, kW savings, program 
Chappell

Efficiency Assessment 
and end-use energy savings 
process) helps assess the success of

and efficiencies of both 
 NRNC program designs and 

participant and non-
implementation activities.

participant buildings.  The 

study calculates savings by 

the end-use of systems 

improvements, as well as by 

whole building integrated 

design. This project will 

determine only gross 

impacts.

SCE0222
2004-05 Statewide 
Response not received for 
Process evaluation, logic model 
Carol Yin
$200,000
The new format has a 255 

Emerging Technology 
this update.
refinement, assessment of the 
character long text field allowing 

Demonstration
evaluability of long term impact
the project manager to supply a 

relatively detailed desctiption of 

the project status, and even the 

status of subtasks.

SCE0223
2004-05 Statewide 
IOU energy centers will 
Process evaluation, collecting 
Carol Yin
$348,468
The new format has a 255 
12/1/2006

Education and Training 
provide training and 
feedback from energy center staff 
character long text field allowing 

Services
educational programs on 
on challenges of implementing best
the project manager to supply a 

energy efficient practices 
 parctices. Categorizing seminars 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

and measures for 
and workshops according to the 
the project status, and even the 

commercial customers
likelihood of motivating EE actions.
status of subtasks.
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SCE

FundingYear
2004,2005

CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
 





Date

SCE0224
2004-05 Statewide 
This study will provide a 
The objectives of this study are: to 
Cathy 
$110,000
The new format has a 255 
12/31/2006

Codes and Standards 
baseline for estimating 
evaluate the proposed code change 
Chappell
character long text field allowing 

Support
realized energy savings from
proposals to assess the applicability 
the project manager to supply a 

 the proposed 2005 code 
and appropriateness of baselining 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

changes (finalized in 2003). 
activity for each;  conduct 
the project status, and even the 

The purpose of the baseline 
secondary database research and 
status of subtasks.

study is to determine the 
potentially primary field research 

prevalence of the measures 
to determine baseline data.

and their level of efficiency 

within the state.
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SCE

FundingYear
2004,2005

CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
 





Date

SCE0225
UC-CSU-IOU 
This study includes two 
Impact Evaluation: To complete a 
Marian 
$325,000
The new format has a 255 
9/30/2006

Partnership
separate evaluations of The 
load impact analysis including a 
Brown
character long text field allowing 

Statewide Partnership 
calculation of first-year energy 
the project manager to supply a 

UC/CSU Program for 
savings and a peak load reduction 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

program years 2004 and 
estimate on a per building, per end-
the project status, and even the 

2005.  The first evaluation is 
use basis. This should be completed
status of subtasks.

an impact evaluation and will
 for both the Energy Efficiency 

 assess the results of the 
Retrofits and the Facility 

program in terms of 
Monitoring Based Commissioning 

achieved levels of energy 
elements of the program.  These 

and peak demand savings.  
values will then be used to estimate 

The second evaluation will 
the dollar savings of the program 

be a process evaluation and 
and to assess future program 

will focus on the resulting 
activities.  An estimate of the Net-

success of the program in 
to-Gross ratio will also be 

streamlining the efficiency 
calculated to assess the impact of 

and enhancing the value of 
the program on a net basis. Process

this newly created 
 Evaluation: Because this is an 

partnership and the 
innovative program design, the 

associated program 
focus of the Process Evaluation will

activities.  The evaluation 
 be on assessing its level of initial 

plan will cover two years, 
success and on identifying the 

2004 and 2005, but will 
ways in which it could be refined to

provide results to the 
 increase the efficiency and value 

program participants at 
of the program to the universities 

regular intervals throughout 
and the utilities.  The results of the 

the two-year process.
process evaluation should indicate 

to the partnership ways to 

streamline the program, ways to 

increase the levels of energy and 

demand savings being achieved, 

and ways to increase all 

participants’ satisfaction with the 

program. period.   The process evaluation 

will also be used to evaluate the 

Training and Education component 

of the program.
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Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
 





Date

SCE0226
LAC/ISD–SCE–SCG 
This study is an evaluation of
Investigate the energy impacts of 
Pierre 
$101,930
The new format has a 255 
6/1/2006

Partnership Program 
 the system impact and the 
the program, the accuracy of the 
Landry
character long text field allowing 

Evaluation
administrative process of the 
program theory, and the cost-
the project manager to supply a 

Los Angeles County/Internal 
effectiveness and free-ridership in 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

Services Department-
the program.
the project status, and even the 

Southern California Edison-
status of subtasks.

Southern California Gas 

Energy Efficiency 

Partnership Program 

(LAC/ISD–SCE–SCG 

Partnership Pr

SCE0227
SCE's South Bay CCOG 
This study is mainly a 
Investigate customer satisfaction 
Ed 
$38,000
The new format has a 255 
3/30/2006

Partnership
process evaluation of the 
with the program; test the program 
Lovelace
character long text field allowing 

program, although 
theory; determine whether 
the project manager to supply a 

behavioral impacts may be 
program was implemented as 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

explored.
the project status, and even the 

status of subtasks.

SCE0228
SCE's Ventura County 
Response not received for 
Investigate customer satisfaction 
Ed 
$70,000
The new format has a 255 
3/30/2006

Partnership
this update.
with the program; test the program 
Lovelace
character long text field allowing 

theory; determine whether 
the project manager to supply a 

program was implemented as 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

the project status, and even the 

status of subtasks.
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Name
Budget
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Completion 

ProjNum
 





Date

SCE0229
SCE's City of Pomona 
Impact analysis of the 
Billing analysis of customer 
Richard 
$23,000
The new format has a 255 
3/31/2006

Partnership
program impact.
records
Pulliam
character long text field allowing 

the project manager to supply a 

relatively detailed desctiption of 

the project status, and even the 

status of subtasks.

SCE0230
SCE's Nonresidential 
Impact, process, and 
Measure and verify energy 
Richard 
$279,960
The new format has a 255 
5/31/2006

Hard-to-Reach (Direct 
customer satisfaction study.
savings, review participant records,
Pulliam
character long text field allowing 

Install)
 billing analysis, engineering 
the project manager to supply a 

analysis, self report free ridership, 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

evaluate implemntation process, 
the project status, and even the 

implementation contractors, 
status of subtasks.

customers and utility staff, 

measure customer statisfaction and

 program improvement. Assess 

degree to which program is 

influencing customer decisions

SCE0231
SCE's Community 
SCE partners with the 
Process evaluation, impact analysis.
Carol Yin
$300,000
The new format has a 255 
3/31/2006

Energy Partnership
Energy Coalition to provide 
character long text field allowing 

school programs, home and 
the project manager to supply a 

small business audits with 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

small appliance installations, 
the project status, and even the 

CFL and torchiere giveaway 
status of subtasks.

events
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Date

SCE0238
2004-05 Statewide 
This on-going project 
The study provides information for 
Cathy 
$140,000
The new format has a 255 
6/30/2006

Nonresidential New 
provides reports of statewide 
the following two areas: 1) NRNC 
Chappell
character long text field allowing 

Construction 
NRNC market activity and 
market characteristics: construction
the project manager to supply a 

Market/Program 
Savings By Design program 
 value and volume, types of 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

Tracking
tracking information by 
buildings, etc; 2) Savings By Design
the project status, and even the 

building type.
 (SBD) program activity tracking 
status of subtasks.

and penetration in the market .

SCE0242
NRNC Market Effects 
This project will look at the 
Creation of a logic model to 
Cathy 
$320,000
The new format has a 255 
5/1/2007

Study
market effects of the 
describes how all of the programs, 
Chappell
character long text field allowing 

nonresidential new 
infrastructure, and initiatives within 
the project manager to supply a 

construction market. From a 
the market are designed to operate 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

market perspective, the 
as a market portfolio. Provide net 
the project status, and even the 

measurement of the 
savings from the NRNC market.
status of subtasks.

efficiency of the new 

building stock, compared to a

 prior measurement, 

provides the most direct 

indication of the savings 

achieved market-wide.
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SCE

FundingYear
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CALMAC 
ProjectName
ProjectDescription
Project Objectives
Name
Budget
Status
Completion 

ProjNum
 





Date

SCE0234
SCE's IDEEA Program
SCE’s Innovative Designs for
1) Promoting innovation in energy 
Shahana 
$800,000
The new format has a 255 
12/31/2006

 Energy Efficiency 
efficiency programs: The primary 
Samiullah
character long text field allowing 

Activities (IDEEA) program 
focus of this program is to add a 
the project manager to supply a 

will be an annual competitive
significant source of innovation to 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

 bidding solicitation of 
SCE’s energy efficiency portfolio.  
the project status, and even the 

innovative and cost-effective
2. Achieving cost-effective energy 
status of subtasks.

 energy efficiency program 
and peak demand savings: Because 

proposals across all market 
this program will be funded with 

and customer segments, 
SCE energy procurement funds, its 

funded by up to $6,000,000 
focus will be on proposals that 

annually (not including 
provide cost-effective, long-term 

evaluation and measurement
energy savings and peak demand 

 costs) of energy 
reductions that would not be 

procurement funds.   The 
achieved by the existing program 

focus will be on different 
portfolio.  SCE anticipates that the 

marketing or delivery 
mix of selected projects will 

methods, different market 
achieve equal a level of cost-

segments, and/or different 
effectiveness comparable to SCE’s 

technologies than those 
overall portfolio.  3.  Filling gaps 

offered in the SCE portfolio.  
and adding best practices: Winning 

Winning proposals will fill 
proposals will fill possible customer

possible gaps in the overall 
 and technology gaps in the overall 

portfolio of programs 
portfolio of programs offered in 

offered in SCE’s service 
SCE’s service and/or offer best 

territory or offer best 
practices not incorporated in 

practices not incorporated in 
particular programs in the portfolio 

similar programs in the 
 4. Coordinating programs in SCE’s 

portfolio.  For 2004, SCE will 
portfolio for maximum 

draft a solicitation this fall 
effectiveness: Wherever feasible 

and be prepared to modify it 
and desirable, the winning 

as necessary and to release it
proposals will be implemented by 

 as soon as possible after 
the bidders with active SCE support.

CPUC approval of the 
  An active relationship is usually 

program.  If the CPUC does 
crucial for effective coordination to

not approve this program, 
 maximize the overall effectiveness

SCE will reallocate the 
 of programs.  It also allows the 

proposed funding to other 
strengths of both parties to be 

programs in its proposed 
brought to bear on the effective 

portfolio of energy 
implementation of the program. In 

procurement-funded 
our experience, most bidders 

programs.   The IDEA 
prefer to work with the utility as a 
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program is offered in 
supportive partner, rather than 

Southern California Edison 
having the utility maintain an arms-

(SCE) service territory and is
length contract management role.  

 part of the Residential 
5.  Meet CPUC objectives for 

Hardware Incentive, 
increased inclusion of third parties 

Commercial Hardware 
in program design and 

Incentive, Industrial 
implementation: In multiple rulings,

Hardware Incentive, and 
 the Commission has affirmed the 

New Construction Hardware 
value and importance it sees in 

Incentive Programs 
enhancing the sustainability and 

described in SCE’s Long-
effectiveness of energy efficiency 

Term Resource Plan 
program activities by enabling high

Testimony.
 levels of participation of a variety 

of allies—local governments, non-

profit organizations, and 

companies.  This program proposal

 is one of several ways that SCE 

seeks to reach this Commission 

objective.  
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Name
Budget
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Completion 

ProjNum
 





Date

SDG0206
2004-05 Statewide 
Verification of utility claims 
Verify utility achievements in the 
Mary Wold
$450,000
The new format has a 255 
5/31/2006

Multifamily Rebates
on multi-family energy 
multi-family sector.
character long text field allowing 

efficiency rebates. This 
the project manager to supply a 

project will include a process
relatively detailed desctiption of 

 evaluation as well, and the 
the project status, and even the 

GIS mapping of the hard-to-
status of subtasks.

reach participants.

SDG0214
SDG&E San Diego City
Impact & Process 
Verification of Number of 
Rob Rubin
$82,700
The new format has a 255 
4/1/2007

 Schools Retrofit and 
measures installed, estimate kWh 
character long text field allowing 

Partnership Program
& kW savings, Determine Cust. 
the project manager to supply a 

Satisfaction, program influence & 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

implementation success
the project status, and even the 

status of subtasks.

SDG0215
SDG&E Local 
Impact & Process 
Verification of Number of 
Rob Rubin
$767,500
The new format has a 255 
4/1/2007

Nonresidential Retrofit 
measures installed, estimate kWh 
character long text field allowing 

Customer Energy 
& kW savings, Determine Cust. 
the project manager to supply a 

Savings Bid (CESB) 
Satisfaction, program influence & 
relatively detailed desctiption of 

Program - Procurement
implementation success
the project status, and even the 

status of subtasks.
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December 7, 2006

To: 
Marian Brown, CALMAC Chair


Beatrice Mayo, Website Committee Chair

cc: 
Website Committee

From:
Tim Caulfield, CALMAC Website Administrator

Re:
Potential Data Sharing with CEE

Summary: This memo discusses the recent proposal from CEE to CALMAC that they be able to use the database information in a new search engine that they are developing, presents issues for and against the proposed approach, and suggests an alternative.
CEE Proposal – Monica Nevius of the CEE sent an email to Marian Brown suggesting that CALMAC supply .pdf files for all the reports on our database to the CEE so that they could use them in their newly designed Clearing House search engine. This proposal was forwarded to Tim Caulfield, the CALMAC Website Administrator, and several email exchanges occurred to clarify and discuss the issues involved. The text string of those emails is attached to this memo.

Pros and Cons – After looking at the issues in detail, the following appear to be the pros and cons for the proposal to supply CALMAC data to the CEE.

Pros: 
· The CEE engine with the CALMAC data included could give the search audience that went to their site a broader cross section of evaluation reports.

· The CEE engine with the CALMAC data included could potentially give California evaluation reports a higher profile on a national level if the site were to become popular amongst evaluation professionals.

· The CEE search engine searches the entire document for the search criteria and presents the results in order of frequency found. Thus it is less dependent on the title and abstract containing the key words (note: this issue is also a con, see below).

Cons: 

· ~20% of the reports in the CALMAC database are not in a readable format (i.e., they were created by scanning paper files), and could not be searched by the CEE search engine. This would mean that unless CEE put in the effort to somehow convert these documents (and Equipoise doesn’t know how this can be done) then the search engine would be looking at a subset of CALMAC reports. (Note: the scanned documents are the oldest reports, most are pre 1996).

· The CEE search engine searches the entire document for the search criteria and presents the results in order of frequency found. This can create a less focused search and retrieve more documents than are relevant. This phenomenon occurs on most web search engines.

· CALMAC has no control over the degree of vetting used in selection of reports or documents in the CEE database. Spurious or ill prepared reports can decrease the credibility of the entire set of reports in the database.

· Supplying the CALMAC reports to the CEE could decrease the traffic on and interest in the CALMAC.org site.

· CALMAC.org would need to either routinely supply updated datasets of reports or rely on CEE to keep the CALMAC report dataset on their system up to date.

Opinion – The CEE search engine is impressive in both its speed and its search capability. It is very much modeled on the “Google” or web search approach, and has both their advantages and disadvantages. The CALMAC.org search engine appears to allow searching parties more ability to narrow their search, and appears to be more clearly focused on energy efficiency and demand response evaluation reports. The CEE dataset appears to be broader in that it also includes other research reports. Equipoise feels that supplying the CALMAC dataset to the CEE could decrease the value of the CALMAC.org site and could possibly, if the CEE site displaced CALMAC.org as the site of choice, dilute or degrade the ability to find California oriented reports.

Alternate Recommendation – Equipoise asked Third Stand, our website technical support company, to review the issue. We asked whether it would be possible to automatically run reciprocal searches on each other’s site and return the results seamlessly. They reviewed the CEE search engine and said that without a lot of work by both parties, this wasn’t really possible. The main difficulty concern the returning of the results. However, Third Strand did say that with very little work it would be possible to allow searchers on each site the option of running the same search on the other site. (This would only be applicable to searches run on the Simple Search function on CALMAC.org, since the CEE has no equivalent of the CALMAC.org Custom Search.) Selecting this option would take the searcher to the other site, automatically insert the search criteria, run the search and present the results in the format available on that site. It should be noted that this takes the “client” off of your site to other site. We don’t consider this a significant issue since both sites are valuable to evaluators in different ways (California vs. national).

This approach seems to overcome several of the cons discussed above. Using this approach there is no need for the CEE replicate or maintain a second set of CALMAC reports. Each site maintains its own identity, format and data and search integrity. And the clients get the benefit of both California and national data search availability in a couple of key strokes.

"Monica Nevius" <mnevius@cee1.org 

To "Marian Brown" <marian.brown@sce.com> 

11/15/2006 08:51 AM 

Subject: Adding CALMAC reports to CEE's new search engine

Hi Marian,

I'm writing to you as Chair of CALMAC, so please put that particular hat on as you read this message ;-)

We've come up with a new search engine for the CEE evaluation clearinghouse that is nearly as powerful as Google, and the more I use it the more I see how it could make it a lot easier for our industry to find documents.

The old version of our Clearinghouse was incapable of handling CALMAC reports because it was too labor-intensive to get them into the search engine.  Our new approach has reduced the burden of adding reports to a fraction of what it was.  It also lets us index reports to be included in search results without having the report be downloadable from our website.

So . . . I was wondering if CALMAC would be interested in providing us .pdf files of the CALMAC reports to include in the new Clearinghouse?  We would not be in a position to provide direct links to the .pdfs themselves--which you probably wouldn't want anyway--but what we could do is provide for each hit a link to the executive summary of the report, a link to CALMAC, and the report number so that the user who wants to get the full .pdf of the report could find it right away in the CALMAC website.

Our new search engine isn't yet posted on our website, and not everything in there is complete yet, but you can try it out at

      http://cee.neptuneweb.com/search/search.php
      username: cee1

      password: saveenergy

Please give me a call and let me know if you're interested.

Thanks,

Monica

Monica J. Nevius, Ph.D.

Senior Program Manager, Research & Evaluation CONSORTIUM FOR ENERGY EFFICIENCY Working Together, Advancing Efficiency

617-589-3949 x227

www.cee1.org
-----Original Message-----
From: Tim Caulfield [mailto:Tim@EquipoiseConsulting.com] 
Sent: Monday, November 20, 2006 5:24 PM
To: Monica Nevius
Cc: BxM8@pge.com
Subject: Potential Data Sharing
Hi Monica,

I tested your beta interface, and it would list the number of reports but wouldn’t give me the results. I don’t know what was going on but I thought that I would let you know.

The search function appears from the outside to be very much like our Simple Search function. I think you compare it to Google because the page appears with only one box that you type key words into, then it searches to give the results (only I couldn't see the results). If you think about it, that is the same as our Simple Search function, if one ignores the Custom Search section of the page. Without stating it as Boolean search functions, your new interface also appears to allow the use of Boolean search enhancement by telling users to put quotation marks around phrases that you want to classify as one term. We also allow this.

While you talked about having our executive summaries to search, I think what you really want is what we call "Abstracts". Our Simple Search function looks at the title, the implementer, the sectors and the abstract. Also the abstract and the other fields are text fields which make them easily searchable. If we were to go ahead with this I would think that we would want the two searches to search the same data so the results would be likely to be similar if not the same.

Without talking to our web consultant, I can imagine that an extraction could be created and sent to you automatically, on a routine basis, that included this data. Alternately, we could just make it available at some URL for you to access. Right now all anyone has to do to get it is do a search of all files and download the results (currently identifies 728 unique reports). Or you can use the download the whole publication list (Currently identifies 919 records, representing 728 unique reports and 191 appendices or supporting files). The fields in these extractions include all the fields that you would need to search, and it comes as a CSV file, so you could save it as whatever you want.  

We appreciate that CEE currently has a very prominent announcement about the availability of CA report on CALMAC.org just below the search window.

It may also be possible to do the reverse, with us having access to your data for searches of “outside CA studies”.

All of this is probably worth exploring further. Let me know what your feedback is. Then maybe we can have “my people” talk to “your people”.

Regards,

Tim Caulfield

Monica’s Response:

Hi Tim,
 

I suspect the reason that the search didn't work for you is that by the time you got to it, the database no longer resided there--it had been moved to CEE's website (though still not to a publicly available location).  Here's the new location: 
http://www.cee1.org/search/search.php
It no longer requires a password to use.   
Our search engine indexes and searches the entire report, not just the abstract.  What I'd like to get from you is .pdfs of both the abstracts and of the reports (but not of the appendices--I see no reason to search them, and I'm guessing there are a lot of them).  The reports will be indexed and housed on my hard drive, not our server, so they would not appear when there's a hit--only the relevant abstract would appear for each hit.
It's my understanding that the big difference between our searches is that ours searches the entire report, not just the abstract or summary.  It also returns reports in the order of frequency of hits. It also lets you choose between a broad search (for any of the words, whether singly or together) and a more narrow search (for the words appearing together only).   Note that we are having some problems with searches in quotes timing out.  Some setting on our server needs to be changed for them to work.  I know the request for the change has been put in, but don't know if it's been executed yet.  For the time being, I suggest trying to search using the "all search words" option.
If you really want the searches to turn out exactly the same, then probably the thing to do is to have reciprocal links to each other's searches, as you suggested--unless you can make CALMAC's search address all the .pdf files.  I have a strong preference for the Clearinghouse to search full reports--assuming it doesn't slow us down too much to have it search an additional 728 large reports.  (I don't yet know the answer to this question--we'll have to experiment and see.) 
I hope this helps answer your questions.
Thanks,
Monica
Tim’s Response:

Hi Monica,

I see a couple of issues here. One is that the abstracts don’t exist in PDF format. The second is that many of the PDFs for earlier reports were created by scanning in paper documents, and thus are not searchable in the fashion that I think you are discussing.

You know, I am wondering whether we could accomplish much the same function by simply increasing the profile of links back and forth between our sites.

You do a much better job of directing people to our search engine than we do in referring them to yours. It strikes me that the problem or keeping the two data sets coordinated is significant enough that if we each concentrate on keeping our own database working and sound, but direct the audience to the other site more aggressively, that we may be able to accomplish the same thing.

An alternate approach might be (if we can get the web experts to make it

work) to just have each site take the search criteria and automatically run it in the other site’s search function. Or some variant of that idea.

I am copying this to our website technical support company and asking for their comments on the issue.

Regards,

Tim

















