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1. Call to Order

2. anti-trust guidelines

The members were reminded that the meeting is to be conducted according to NEMA guidelines.

3. APPROVAL OF The previous MINUTES

The minutes of the October 18 & 21, 2005 meeting are submitted for approval. Are there corrections? Minutes of the October 18 & 21, 2005 meeting were  approved as edited with Michael Anderson noted as now being a mail only member.

4. Approval of the Agenda

The agenda is submitted for approval. Are there corrections or additions?

The agenda was approved with addition of discussion of the Meter Registry letter from Itron under Other Business.

5. MEMBERSHIP

Please note any changes on the sign-in sheet.  David Milner will be replacing Janice Jennings as the Itron, Inc. Alternate.

6. discussion items

6.1. ANSI C12.22-200x (WG1)

Mr. Beroset reported that ANSI C12.22Will be balloted shortly.

6.2. Maintenance of ANSI C12.19-1997 (WG2)

Dr. Moise reported that ANSI C12.19 is soon to enter the final editing phase.  The working group should anticipate one more meeting and perhaps a second meeting or conference call. The document should be ready for ballot at that time.

6.3. ANSI C12.23-200x (WG3)

Ms. Zinkowski is asked to report. In Ginger Zinkowski’s absence R. Tucker reports.  It was decided that we hold off on the C12.23 work and use C12.23 time to further C12.19 work for WG2.  

6.4. Maintenance of ANSI C12.18-1996 (WG4)

Staff - Status on ballot preparation.

The secretary noted that follow-up reminders to send completed ballots back will go out after this meeting as the ballot period ends Jan 25, 2006.  Secretary was asked to send all comments to Larry Kotewa and Aaron Snyder.  C12 main should get results of the ballot.

6.5. Maintenance of ANSI C12.21-1999 (WG4)

Staff – Status on ballot preparation.

The secretary noted that follow-up reminders to send completed ballots back will go out after this meeting as the ballot period ends Jan 25, 2006.  C12 main should get results of the ballot.

Richard Tucker was appointed ad vice chair of WG4.  Chair to request that Tom Nelson direct Secretary to forward comments to Dr. Snyder, L. Kotewa, Norbert Balko and Richard Tucker.

7. MOU discussion

 There are no updates to report on this MOU.  This MOU is to allow sharing of SC 17 work between the 3 stds groups ANSI, IEEE, and Measurement Canada.  Each one can independently publish their own standard.  Each will share ownership and copyright.

8. Other Business

Discussion of Letter from Itron dated January 6, 2006 on Meter Registry.

Itron and Future DOS to have future discussions.

It was requested, that if available, Secretary is to attach guidelines for the wording of communications that go out to committees. Secretary will include a copy of NEMA Guidelines for Conducting NEMA Meetings; however, secretary is not aware of an ANSI document that addresses written communication distributed among ANSI Committees.

It was requested that Dr. Moise have time to present technical issues to the group. It was proposed that Dr. Moise is permitted to include a response to the Itron January 5, 2006 letter in the minutes.

The Vote yielded 4yes 5 abstain, 0 Negative.  Dr. Moise will provide summary addressing technical & informational components in direct response to the Itron January 5, 2006  letter for inclusion with the minutes.  Attached as APPENDIX A.

8.1 SC 17 REPOSITORY LIST

Dr. Snyder corresponded with John Caskey, NEMA Industry Manager indicating that NEMA should maintain this repository.  Contributions, Minutes, letters to be retrievable from a database like NEMA Forum.    

Action: Secretary to build a repository on NEMA Forum to store Minutes, working documents, agendas, contribution list, ground rules. Contact/membership list.  Work with the editors.  Secretary work with Dr. Snyder.

9. Meeting Schedule


 Larry Kotewa will investigate holding the next meeting mid April timeframe May 1-5 perhaps Georgia (mostly working group 2 issues).  



 Action:  Secretary - After EEI meeting how much budget left? Communicate to Tom Nelson and Larry Kotewa, if possible. 

10. adjournment

Meeting adjouned 4:42 PM.
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APPENDIX A  - FDOS Response to Itron Letter dated January 5, 2006

W.r.t. to Item I: Itron objects to ANSI C12 Standards that are non-self-compliant.
· The Standard defines syntax rules for the creation of a TDL. These are defined with mathematical precision and with no ambiguity. The sole purpose of these rules is to ensure that a real-time machine process that reads these TDL files will not be expose to syntax errors or unresolved references. 
· The validation (compliance test) is only performed on the TDL file and not on the meter which it represents. The validation is not concerned with what tables are present; their function or their nature. 
· The validation is concerned with self consistency of the TDL file as submitted by the applicant. 
· The compliance program was not and is not being developed unilaterally by Future DOS. This is an absolute misstatement of facts. In response to NEMA's questions; Future DOS produced a letter on March 5, 2004 where it stated to NEMA the following: "FDOS shall publish a list of acceptance criteria for the submitted TDLs that will be derived from the published Standards. The overseeing organisations (e.g. NEMA, IEEE and Measurement Canada) will be able to review these rules and establish that they are consistent with the published Standard, fair and verifiable...". 
· The proposed registration does not prohibit adopters from self-compliance. The registration does not test if the TDL is realisable in a metering product. In addition: 
· Standard compliant devices may use DEVICE CLASS = "0.1.0.0" or "0.2.0.0" if the manufacturer does not wish to register the device and the device is ANSI C12.19 compliant. 
· Manufacturers may apply and be assigned a DEVICE CLASS other than one that begins with a "0" if the submit an empty TDL file that is syntactically compliant with the standard (an example of such a file was given to Itron already). 
· Manufacturers will be given time to correct syntactical deficiencies it they submission to facilitate successful registration. 
· Manufacturers will be allowed to augment a registration to document their technology evolution.
· The above process for registration was discussed in great details Dr. Aaron Snyder. 
· The role which the registrar takes is five fold: 
· Ensure that the file is correctly formed. 
· Produce a documentation by-product from the TDL submission for the manufacturer. 
· Produce a Exchange Data Language (EDL) schema as a by-product of the registration for the manufacturer and the users of its products. 
· Guarantee the uniqueness and manage the life cycle of the assigned DEVICE CLASS. 
· Subject to disclosure rules controlled by the manufacturer make the TDL, and its by-products available to the users of the meters.
W.r.t. to Item II: Itron objects to a profit-based ANSI C12 registry.
· The fees charged are to cover the processing costs of the application. 
· NEMA rules prevent us at this junction to discuss monetary issues. 
· The Standards published contain guidelines for implementers. 
· Future DOS developed and is the owner the intellectual property used to build the validation technology in its processes. 
· Prior to the development of the above technology NEMA, IEEE/AMRA and MC and the supporting members (including Itron) were invited to contribute in any manner they could and no-one accepted the offer (Itron included). 
· Future DOS intends to recover its investment, just as any other for-profit or not-for-profit agency has to do. 
· The concept that NEMA (for ANSI), AMRA (for IEEE) and Measurement Canada (for Industry Canada) and EEI (for the users) act as an overseeing body for the activity was already discussed and not contested, it was proposed originally by Future DOS.
W.r.t. to Item III: Itron objects to officers of ANSI Committees, Sub-committees or Working Groups having a direct material interest in the ANSI Standards developed in that group or any sub-groups.
· NEMA was contracted by ANSI to act as an impartial secretary on behalf or ANSI and assist the industry not just the manufacturers in developing Standards. 
· NEMA also claims it its publications that "One of the chief functions of a trade association is to provide a respected voice on public policy on behalf of its members in order to obtain policy that is beneficial to all. NEMA’s success in advocating industry views has earned it a reputation as an organization that gets things done in both the nation’s capital and the state capitals..." 
· Itron and every member has a direct or indirect material interest in the ANSI Standards developed, and this is a good thing. 

· The reference to contribution TF0107-061-3.is unfair, as I acted as a pen on behalf of the group and the attending members voted the document into the Standard. I have only one vote. In addition the contribution simply states that if you have a V1.0 device then use the original codes; or you may use the Standard codes (0.1 or 0.2) or you may register a new code. Specifically: 
· "The MANUFACTURER (and related fields) codes (C12.19-1997) and DEVICE_CLASS codes (C12.19-200x) are encoded as 8 bit binary values as defined by the ASCII character set."
· "Manufacturers implementing this Standard and NEMA shall not assign end-device classes from this reserved list.
The presence of any of the above ID Codes is permitted only in C12.19-1997 V1.0 compliant implementations."
· "Starting with version 2.0 of this Standard it is the responsibility of NEMA to manage and publish the specific codes (end device classes) to avoid duplication and namespace collision."
· Observe that NEMA has interjected its name into the Standards and registration name space. Future DOS did not. Concerns were raised by the members stating that NEMA is acting only as the secretary on behalf of ANSI and is only one of the sponsoring organisations (when one includes IEEE/AMRA, MC and the user community), and given that the Standard is co-authored by three organisations it may be in bad taste (or improper) for NEMA it inject its name into the space of the Standard; thus leading to your challenge of an entity "... having a direct material interest in the ANSI Standards...".
· Finally Future DOS has response letters from NEMA and MC giving agreeing to the exclusive access to the numbers, under very clear operating guidelines. The exclusive access is for acting as its (their) agent in producing unique values is a carefully managed environment. At the same time it is understood that this will be true as the systems come up; thereafter new agents will be recruited (with NEMA/AMRA and MC guidance) to maximize access and facility.
· As a side note Future DOS did not publish a registration packet. It was given to individual company on request and subject to non disclosure as part of a consultation process.
In conclusion the only valid un-answered issue is that Itron desires for the registration process to be free of charge. As I indicated previous discussions there is no need to register a technology if it operates within the boundaries of the C12.19 Standards. The registration is there for the purpose of providing a service to the industry when there is a variation or a restriction on the Standard. The fees are simply to account for partial costs.
 

However, I do ask for Itron to officially withdraw its original letter of January 5, 2006 preferably in writing, as it contains inflammatory remarks, accusations, demands and  in-accuracies. I know that this was not the intent, but this is how the letter comes across. The letter has caused both Future DOS and Itron a great deal of embarrassment.
 

Dr. Avygdor Moise
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