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General
CEDEC welcomes the work done by ACER on the common and coordinated treatment of issues concerning the Interoperability and Data Exchange Rules, which seems a positive step in the developing Gas market. CEDEC would like to express thanks to ACER for the opportunity to participate in this consultation. Establishing common ground is necessary to achieve the objectives at European level; it will provide a new phase in the competition in the gas industry. 
Not all issues raised in the questionnaire have an impact at DSO level, also the impact differs between member states. We limit our answers to those issues that have a direct influence on DSO level. It may not be easy to interpret all our answers, so therefore if any clarification is needed we are more than willing to provide ACER with more detailed information. 
Detailed remarks
Question 1. Scope and Application, implementation:

Question 1.1)  Do you consider that the FG on interoperability and data exchange rules should harmonise these rules at EU level, as follows: 

Answer: A - At interconnection points only.

Question 1.3) Shall any of the issues raised in the FG (Interconnection Agreement, Harmonisation of units, Gas Quality, Odorisation, Data exchange, Capacity calculation) get a different scope from the general scope as proposed in section 1.b. of the FG (and as addressed in the previous question)? Please answer by filling in the following table, ticking the box corresponding to the relevant foreseen scope. 

	
	IA’s
	Units
	Gasquality
	Odorisation
	Data Exchange
	Capacity Calculation

	Full harmonization
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Partial Harmonization
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Business as usual
	
	
	X
	X
	X
	


Question 1.4) What additional measures could you envisage to improve the implementation of the network code? Please reason your answer. 

Answer: To improve implementation of the NC the scope should be limited to TSOs. The impact and implementation by the DSOs is – as stated in the general section of our response - limited to a few subjects, but more important the Framework Guideline is written in the spirit of eliminating the barriers to the free flow of gas in Europe and is about TSO-TSO points. DSOs in principle do not affect cross border trade and should therefore be out of the scope of the FG.

Question 4.  Gas Quality

Question 4.1) Please provide your assessment on the present proposal; in particular assess the provisions on ENTSOG gas quality monitoring, dispute settlement and TSO cooperation. Would these measures address sufficiently the issues that are at stake? Please reason your answer. 
Answer: Gas Quality is a not only a TSO issue (for SoS reasons), but also a DSO issue: gas is injected from the TSO-grid to the DSO-grid and in the case of bio-methane sometimes even from DSO to the TSO. Currently the TSO has a monopoly on the gas quality issue. The draft Framework Guidelines omit the inclusion of DSOs, which in the end are the TSOs most important ‘network users’. We have the strong opinion that the DSO needs:

i. to be part of the chain of information; they have to be consulted – as they have an information obligation to the customers connected to their grid about effects of any gas quality change; 
ii. and they should have the possibility to change the gas quality, if deemed appropriate; for instance to allow for the development of a local NGV market or the development of the biogas market.

Question 4.2)  Do you consider that a technically viable solution to gas quality issues that is financially reasonable will most likely result from: 
Answer: B – Solutions to be developed cross-border by TSOs, to be approved by NRAs and cost-sharing mechanism to be established.

Question 5. Odorisation 

Question 5.1.) Please provide your assessment on the present proposal. Would the measure proposed address sufficiently the issues that are at stake? Please reason your answer. 

Answer: The proposed measure addresses the issues at stake sufficiently. From a DSO point of view, the safety of the gas grid is dealt with in national technical laws. The rules on odorisation are also national which enables them to be as efficient as possible; therefore we see no scope for harmonisation. 
Currently, the measure is written in such a way that it cannot be cross-border; therefore it does not affect DSOs.

Question 6. Data exchange

Question 6.1) Please provide your assessment on the present proposal. Would the measures proposed address sufficiently the issues that are at stake? Please reason your answer. 
Answer: The Framework Guideline is written with a single market in mind and therefore addresses cross-border issues only; thus limited to TSO-TSO points. DSOs in principle do not affect cross border trade and therefore this is also not a DSO issue as currently there is no communication cross-border by DSOs.

Question 9. Further comments 

Answer: On page 5 of the FG it says: ‘that the network code will apply directly to DSOs in the situation described in recital 6 of the preamble of the Gas Regulation, referring to high pressure distribution lines that fall into the scope of the Regulation’. 

These high pressure lines are solely to connect the distribution lines within the DSOs, they are not cross border, and not for transit and therefore do not fall under the scope of the FG. 
The high pressure DSO-pipelines were constructed with different issues in mind; for instance security of supply issues or to deliver gas from one gas concession to another gas concession and to connect industrial customers. 
Direct implementation would force a separation within the DSOs on the basis of an (wrongly) expected use of those pipelines. We strongly urge ACER to delete this proposition.
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