Same CR Move-in/Move-out Option – Oncor Position

(07/03/02/2002)


Summary:

During the last round of move-in/move-out workshops ERCOT ask the TDSPs to consider what they could offer CRs as an interim solution for move-in / move-outs for the same CR.  This would be a short-term solution that would help reduce some transaction volume at ERCOT while they worked to correct current problems. 

Oncor’s Position:

Oncor’s position is that the Texas market SHOULD NOT change the current transaction process for “same CR move-in / move-out”.  However, Oncor could support any CR that wishes to request an off-cycle read rather that sending the appropriate move-in / move-out transactions.  Readings would be provided back to the CR via the 650 for billing of their end use customer. This alternative is not an option for premises that require inspections upon tenant change, including mobile homes and/or commercial premises.  These types of premises have inspection requirements on occupant changes in cities throughout Oncor’s footprint. 

Details:

Proposed Process – 

Requesting CR would submit a 650 for an off-cycle read.  Oncor would execute the request and return the read with a 650.  CR would update the TDSPs with the new customer contact information via the 814_PC for the future handling of outages.  CRs would be billed the appropriate off-cycle read charge per approved tariffs.
Pros and Cons of Off cycle Read Proposal – 
· Pros

1. EDI transaction volume reduced through ERCOT.

2. Solution makes use of current transactions and processes
.

3. Avoid the constraints associated with the current safety net process. 

4. CRs have an actual meter reading for final billing purposes.

5. Could be implemented without making Protocol changes.

· Cons

1. Off cycle read request have a lower priority in the field than move-ins.  Texas Set should consider adding a flag to the 650 to notify TDSPs that the request is for a same CR move-in / move-out.  The adding of the flag will probably takes 6 months to implement.

2. Would require CRs who are not using 650 functionality to develop, test, and implement such changes as appropriate.

3. This solution would have to be self-governed by the CRs in regards to not send for mobile homes or commercial properties.  Should 650s be sent for mobile homes and/or commercial properties it would result in a loss of revenue to cities that require inspections on these types of occupancy changes. 

4. Solution has the potential to cause out of sync cases between market participants and ERCOT.
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