Meter Communications Agreements and Issues


Agreements reached 3/10:


Agreement #1: Criteria for standardizing at level three should be as follows:


Must support specific measurement and data access requirements.


Must provide an adequate audit trail. (be able to verify raw data at the MDM matches the meter reads coming out of the hardware.)


Consumer Protection issues must be addressed


Menu of standards for different customer classes


Standards should be flexible, not preclude innovation


Cost should be reasonable


Standards should facilitate customer choice


Standards should support CPUC decision, 97-12-048





Agreement #2: The group should focus on the minimum standards and the minimum regulation necessary for the market to function.





Agreement #3: At a minimum, all parties should be able to read the meter manually





Agreement #4: Standards definition in this group - the requirements to participate in the California market.





Issues identified 3/10:


Issue #1 Communications device is integral to meter, need to define interoperability


Issue #2 One standard could jeopardize different players.


Issue #3 Meter needs to be read by many different systems, radio frequency, microwave, telemetry etc.


Issue #4 Menu of standards enabling communication,(optical port has one standard, telephone has telephone-specific standard.)





Itron 3/10 proposal - Presented by Greg Lizak


Minimum standard to allow customer choice


Menu of standards for various-let the market decide


Standards which allow various parties to read the meter


Treat the current electromechanical meters as the standard for that group.





IGT 3/10 Proposal - Presented  by Bill Rush


Breakout of interfaces that can be standardized


Define at least one route from meter to customer and standardize all interfaces


Define the business requirement-any meter should meet applicable ANSI standards etc.





PG&E 3/10 Proposal - Presented by Young Nguyen


Young presented a diagram and recommended that the group decide where this group needs to focus. Boxes included 1) Communication Mechanism 2) Physical Communication Connection, 3) Meter Device Data Format, 4) Physical Communication Device.


Young and Bill will clarify on the diagram for the next meeting.





Assignments for next meeting 3/30:


Kirsten will get CPUC clarification on what is expected at level three. (Consumer protection issues etc.)


Bill Rush will create straw men for Boxes 1 and 3


Greg Lizak will contribute a straw man for Box 2
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