Title 24 PCT Technical Working Group Meeting Minutes
Oct 31, 2006

Attendees:

Unfortunately, we did not effectively capture this information – we will try and do so next time.  We will ask people to announce their name in alphabetical order and we will check people off from the membership list.
Notes: (not as detailed as I would like – please advise what we missed)
Erich presented the draft information model / message description document.  Questions were taken as they arose.

Erich reiterated that policy questions could not be addressed in this forum – we are addressing technical issues associated with the current version of the Title 24 language document.

Discussed common data classes.

Question from SCE representative - Does Addressing, Event Id, Time Stamping match with the CEC Vison doc?

Erich – Yes, we have attempted to address the Title 24 code language, the CEC vision document, and the IOU use cases.  Please let us know if we are missing anything.

Clock Sync Message discussion.
How Often?  What is worst case time stamp criteria?

Joe Hughes:  Time stamping has security overlap – time stamping important for many security protocols.
Comments lead to discussion of researching the max. latency requirements.

Tim Vahlstrom:  Event ordered to be executed at specified times (or now), and expected minimum response time to coordinate with Tariff (2 to 3 minutes to the best of Tim’s recollection – should be researched).
The group on the call indicated support for using Simple Network Time Protocol (SNTP) for time stamping.  For the one-way case, simply be compatible with the SNTP data payload.  For 2 way communications, either directly use SNTP or be compatible at the information exchange level.
What is reasonable mandatory requirement & positioning for future requirements?
Discussion of Set Point requirement defined in 10ths.  Some felt not necessary and created bandwidth problems, however 3 points in rebuttal:

1.  Who knows what future requirements might be? 

2.  Celsius meas. requires 10ths.

3.  Bandwidth not affected using tenths (same size integer required)

Discussion of price and temperature setting messages

Someone commented that we should not have a message to directly set a temperature.  Erich mentioned that this is a policy issue and this is required by the CEC Title 24 language.  Mazi pointed out that this capability is intended for reliability / emergencies only (trying to keep the lights on) and that it is useful in preventing gaming of the system.  Erich will add the gaming system description as a use case in an Annex.

Document and messages will reflect measurements in Celsius – Celsius or Fahrenheit display is a local issue in the PCT.
Howard Ing???: On default response ,,,,:Don't lock to price...lock sync with meter (handling time sync properly should address this). Consider adding Tier ID (will do).
Alex:  Adding a Price / Ratio option would be a good idea (we will add to the message)
Hughes:  Diversity Recovery potential ...message vs. PCT ramping.

Erich:  This issue is described in the Title 24 code language – random recovery over 30 minutes at the end of the curtailment period.
Pricing messages interpretation should be a PCT local issue – comments?

Howard ?? to send Erich email regarding Cycling Strategy concept.
Someone commented on how our addressing scheme was similar to / compatible with IPV6.  Erich confirmed that this was considered but we avoided the IPV6 moniker for fear of it seeming overkill.  Will send Bruce/Erich information on IPV6 to ensure upward compatibity.
Attendees to make recommendations on which interface should be worked on next.  One suggestion was to work on User Interface 1st (simplest) and then Expansion & HVAC Wiring...others liked attacking from most difficult to simplest.....Group to notify Erich by email of preference.

Weekly mtgs. at 10:30 PST, 1:30 EST

We will send instructions on how to set up SharePoint for email notifications when updates are made to the SharePoint.

Adjourn
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