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Measure Property Data



Agenda

 Current State

 Proposed State

 Memo Goals

 Timeline / Status

 Statewide Process

 eTRM Framework

 Getting Involved

 Extending to Full Lifecycle

 Large Group Discussion
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Claim 

Package
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Deemed Measure Claims

Rejected or Request for 

Additional Information

Submitted 

Claims

QA/QC 

Process

Current State - Issue and Opportunity

Implementer/Customer Program Administrator CPUC/CEC



Deemed 

Measure 

Property 

Data

 Current State

 Proposed State

 Improvements to:

 Data Entry - Statewide effort

 Data Maintenance – eTRM solution

 Data Access – eTRM solution

 Data Consensus – Engage stakeholders
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Located on the Cal TF 
Website:
• MPD Memo

http://www.caltf.org/s/CalTF-Memo-Deemed-Measure-Properties-1-25-2023.pdf


Measure 

Property 

Data Value

 Cost savings – Eliminate redundant work while 
improving the quality of the work by having the 
statewide lead draft the data, and reduce errors and 
miscommunication through automation of data 
transfer/entry. 

 Time savings – Workflow can begin during measure 
development and proceed directly to review once 
measure package is approved so that it is completely 
aligned with the final package. 

 Customer Experience – Data are accessible by all 
users so that data are visible early. If data changes, 
announcements can be distributed to keep 
stakeholders informed. 

 Standardization – Statewide consistency across PAs 
as well as across measure packages can be driven. 
Furthermore, standardizing the availability and 
structure the data opens the door to door to offering 
more measures especially through smaller PAs. 

 Transparency – Data access shares what will and 
will not be available for each claim across all 
stakeholders from customer to evaluator. 

 Stakeholder Engagement – Stakeholders who opt 
into the process of data review will have the 
opportunity to review and comment on how data can 
be provided. 
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Measure Property Data Timeline
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Oct 
2022

Nov 
2022

Dec 
2022

Jan 
2023

Feb 
2023

Mar 
2023

Arp 
2023

May 
2023

Jun 
2023

Jul 
2023

Aug 
2023

Sept 
2023

Oct 
2023

Nov 
2023

Dec 
2023

2024

1st 

Subcom

Meeting

2nd 

Subcom

Meeting

Measure 

Property 

Data (MPD) 

Memo

3rd 

Subcom

Meeting

4th 

Subcom

Meeting

eTRM 

Functionality 

Release

1st Batch of 

HVAC MPD 

Lists

Upload into 

the eTRM 

in 2024

Stakeholder review

Draft of 160 

remaining 

MPD Lists

Development:

Stakeholder Engagement:

Cal TF Meeting Updates



Statewide Process
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Data Entry – Lead PAs will draft Measure Property Data



Statewide Process
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Data Consensus



Statewide Process
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Data Maintenance & Access



eTRM 

Wireframe
Separate tab for this data

Downloadable within the 

version

Hyperlinks to individual 

Validation Items

Filter for a specific 

permutation’s 

requirements

Download all validations 

lists
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Next 

Steps

 Get involved in external review – 

broken up by end-use:

1. Appliance/Plug Load, Bldg Envelope, 

Compressed Air, Comm Refrigeration

 Next Meeting on Oct 5th

2. Lighting, Miscellaneous, Service, 

Whole Bldg, Food Service

3. Process, Recreation, HVAC

4. Service and Domestic Hot Water, 

Water Pumping/Irrigation
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Consider the 

Full Lifecycle 

of Measure 

Package

Should additional 

fields be identified 

early for other 

needs?

Goal: Data needs for 

a measure should be 

discussed, socialized 

and finalized up-

front.

 Evaluation

 Part of current scope

 Needs to be defined up-front

 Compliance Requirements

 Required for HVAC and Lighting during 

claims

 Codes and Standards

 Requirements for CASE studies overlap 

with Measure Package requirements

 Market Transformation Administrator 

 Focuses on deemed measures

 Others?

 What about a field to capture measure 

uptake based on claims data?
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Discussion Topics – Large Group

9/28/2023
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 Any feedback on approach and/or outcome?

 What about extending to all market actors (Eval, Code 

Compliance, MTA, C&S) who needs data about a 

measure? 

❑ “Data needs” are considered and balanced holistically rather than 

each entity in the chain getting to ask for more data. 

 Should “Measure Property Data” approach be extended 

to custom?

❑ Determine “up front” what the data needs will be for a project and/or 

individual custom measure.

❑ The “Hybrid Measure” approach is heading in the direction of 

“Measure Property Data” for custom as it establishes agreed-upon 

measure structure, calculation approaches and data needs up-front.
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