UDC / MDMA


Issues Template





Title:  		Provide brief description of Issue


Posting consumption data for non-metered services is not standardized.  Non-metered services are usually street lights.  This consumption is calculated each month based upon known, or predictable, usage patterns.  





		


Background: 	Provide any relevant history to issue


As far as I can  determine, unmetered service was not addressed by any of the work groups or decisions.  The issue of consumption without meter measurement apparently did not occur to any one.  








Issue:		Provide brief overview of issue


Since there is no meter number to report, parties cannot identify the specific service point of the consumption.  After Universal Node Identifier (UNI) is adopted and implemented, we could use that to identify these service points.  








Alternative #1	Provide brief alternative for solution to issue


In the meter number field put “NMnnnnnnn” where the “n’s” are replaced with some unique identifying number .  SDG&E would use the contract number of the service point.  For SDG&E, each non-metered service has a unique contract number.  For another UDC, it might be inventory number.  Using the literal “NM” eliminates the possibility that a contract number could duplicate a valid meter number. Since there can be more than one non-metered service point on an account,  the identifying number would eliminate duplicate consumption records.  








Alternative #2	Provide brief alternative for solution to issue


One alternative would be to make the identifying number optional where a UDC does not have multiple non-metered services on the same account.  The literal “NM” or “NOTMETERED” would be required so it is clear the omission of a meter number is not in error.  








Alternative #3	Provide brief alternative for solution to issue


Post consumption data for non-metered services without any identifying number or code.  This would cause multiple account consumption records to be posted without any way to identify the specific service point.  








Recommendation:  Of the alternatives provided above, provide your recommendation


I would recommend the second alternative because it would provide the most flexibility for implementation.  





Considerations:	Provide any other input which may be of value 


If UNI is implemented and it replaces the meter number on MDMA transactions, this approach would be eliminated as these service points would have their own UNI’s.





Assigned to:	Champion (this person should be prepared to introduce the issue to the 


group at the UDC meetings)


Ed McCann of SDG&E.  





		











