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Discussion of Interoperability:


The group started with the definition in the CPUC decision: “Interoperability is the ability of dissimilar devices or systems to communicate between each other in such a way that the characteristics of the device or system providing the service to the user of the data are transparent.“





Meters can be interoperable on selected interfaces or every interface. The group discussed where meters should fall on the interoperability continuum. Should all meters be interchangeable or is interoperability at the MDM server adequate? example: On the internet-IBM and MacIntosh are interoperable but not interchangeable.


 


Proposal: Since the MDM server provides interoperability as defined by the CPUC, require the MDMA to provide data to the customer regardless of ESP changes. However this is not very practical in the current DA definition, since the CPUC only has jurisdiction over the ESP and the UDC. Resolution: drop





Agreement: the method of communicating the data could change, but the data needs to remain constant





Agreement: We currently have interoperability at the MDM through the current mandated data format. However, the closer one is to the point of measurement, the higher the mobility of the customer. Therefore, this group should define some interoperability at plane 3.





To treat the issue of interoperability, the group either needs to define the requirements of a basic meter with the understanding that there will be a lot of equipment traded out which should be left to the marketplace or the group could define one meter that is completely interchangeable which would be quite costly to manufacture.





Agreement: The best option is to define a basic meter (option 1)





Agreement: This group feels interoperability should be available in the following three areas. (The Meter Communications Subgroup will focus on numbers two and three):


MDM-Output data format


Data format tables- The meter device data format (Box #3 of diagram A) can provide a basic interoperability-functional continuity for the market place


Physical communication device, (if the meter has an optical port, there should be a standard, or the meter should be read manually.) Box #2 hooks up the device, provides the handshake.





Agreement: Move the Physical communication device (box 4 of diagram A) to the meter hardware group for standardization.





The group also adopted diagrams A and B. These will be added to the working document. The boxes describe functions not specific equipment types. Adopting diagram B does not imply that the group intends to recommend standards for all the interface levels in the stack.
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