 ACER PC-07- PUBLIC CONSULTATION ON DRAFT FRAMEWORK GUIDELINES ON INTEROPERABILITY RULES AND DATA EXCHANGE FOR THE EUROPEAN GAS TRANSMISSION NETWORKS

QUESTIONNAIRE
 Please provide the Agency with your full contact details, allowing us to revert to you with specific questions concerning your answers. 
Name: Carmen
Position held: Deputy Director of International Regulation
Phone number and e-mail:  +34915892839    cvindel@gasnatural.com
Name and address of the company you represent: Gas Natural Fenosa
Gas Natural Fenosa welcomes the opportunity to answer the consultation on interoperability. 

At the same time and before answering the questionnaire we would like to set some general comments to the FG document itself:
In page 8, about matching, we suggest the following addition should be included:

Matching: The Network Code shall require that Interconnection agreements include detailed guidelines regarding communication on the matching process between TSOs and shippers, as well as between TSOs and the relevant capacity booking platforms, and TSOs and shippers, with a view to assuring that confirmed quantities of gas are equal on both sides of the interconnection point. 

In page 9, point 3. Harmonisation of Units, we would suggest that it is more clearly indicated that harmonization of units will take part at all cross border points within the EU.

In page 10, regarding gas quality, it should be noticed that European regulation on gas quality must be limited to cross border points only. 

1.  Scope and application, implementation (Chapter 1 of the Framework Guidelines (the ‘FG’) 
1.1. Do you consider that the FG on interoperability and data exchange rules should harmonise these rules at EU level, as follows: 

b) Including interconnection points and where appropriate points connecting TSOs’ systems to the ones of DSOs, SSOs and LSOs (to the extent cross-border trade is involved or market integration is at stake).

we are in favor of an extension to this harmonization to other interfaces : like TSO & SSO and TSO & DSO, where rules change a lot from a country to another for exchanges of data concerning switching, allocation of downstream capacity etc. This is close to the customer that it is the most complex. We believe the extension of this harmonization would facilitate greater interoperability.  

1.2. Do you consider that for any of the above options the level of harmonisation1 shall be (Section 1.b of the FG): 

a. Full harmonisation: the same measure applies across the EU borders, defined in the network code 

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. 
	
	IAs 
	Units 
	Gas Quality 
	Odorisation 
	Data Exchange 
	Capacity Calculation 

	Full harmonization
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	Partial harmonization
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Business as usual
	
	
	
	
	
	


1.4. What additional measures could you envisage to improve the implementation of the network code? Please reason your answer. No additional measures
2. Interconnection Agreements 
2.1. Do you think that a common template and a standard Interconnection Agreement will efficiently solve the interoperability problems regarding Interconnection Agreements and/or improve their development and implementation? 

a. Yes.  

2.2. Do you think that a dispute settlement procedure as laid down in the text will efficiently contribute to solving the interoperability problems of network users regarding Interconnection Agreements and their content? 
a. Yes. 
2.3. Do you think that a stronger NRA involvement in the approval of the Interconnection Agreements could be beneficial? Please explain in detail and reason. 

a. Yes. 
As a lot of topics discussed within an interconnection agreement may be subject to regulation (particularly when it may have an impact on the regulated tariffs), we believe that NRAs should be systematically involved in the discussions between TSOs, from the beginning, in order to ensure an efficient process. Moreover, more involvement of NRAs could help TSOs to solve differences that could arise on interconnection topics.
3. Harmonisation of Units 
3.1. Do you think that there is a need for harmonisation of units? 

a. Yes. 

3.2. What is the value added of harmonising units for energy, pressure, volume and gross calorific value? 

c. Both. 

3.3. Shall harmonisation be extended to other units? Please reason your answer. 
We consider that harmonization of units for booking is not sufficient : even if this is a first step, most of operators will allow booking of capacities expressed in harmonized units (let’s say kWh / hours), but will continue to allocate flows in m3 and may apply capacities overshoot in m3, leaving the shipper bearing the risk of GCV variations. We believe that the harmonization of units should apply on the overall logistics chain : from booking to allocation, through nominations and rules of capacity overshoot. kWh should be the only value one can handle in the logistic chain.

4. Gas Quality 
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. We agree that these measures address sufficiently the gas quality monitoring
4.2. Do you consider that a technically viable solution to gas quality issues that is financially reasonable will most likely result from: 

c. The establishment of a general measure in the Framework Guidelines, setting a comprehensive list of technical solutions to select from. 

5. Odorisation 
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. We think the proposed measure address sufficiently the issues that are at stake as far the NC will ensure odorisation takes place so as not to hamper cross-border trade by allowing physical cross-border flows of non-odorised gas, as a default rule.

6. Data exchange 
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. We agree these measures address sufficiently the data exchange issue.
6.2. Regarding the content of this chapter, 

b. Data exchange shall define both format and content, at least regarding the following points: 
- Flow rate

- Events (quality variations, maintenances, breakdowns, emergencies, etc.)
6.3. ENTSOG may support the exchange of data with a handbook of voluntary rules. Please share your views about such a solution. 
Fully agree

7. Capacity calculation – The Agency view is that discrepancy between the maximum capacities on either side of an interconnection point, as well as any unused potential to maximise capacity offered may cause barriers to trade. 
7.1. Please provide your assessment on the present proposal. Would the measures proposed address the issues that are at stake? Yes, as the first step toward bundled capacities

7.2. Would you propose additional measures as to those proposed? + 7.3. Would you propose different measures as to those proposed? Please reason your answer. 
We suggest that in capacity auctions (Open Season procedures) TSOs offer the possibility for shippers to coordinate capacity request at the different interconnection points along the different countries involved in the whole transportation routes (avoiding offer different capacities on both sides of the same cross border point or different parts of a same route). In  our view is very important to coordinate timelines, and allocation process and procedures.  

8. Cross-border cooperation 
8.1. Please provide your assessment on the present proposal. We agree with the present porposal

8.2. Do you have any other suggestions concerning cross-border cooperation? Please reason your answer. We do not

9. Please share below any further comments concerning the Framework Guideline on Interoperability and Data Exchange Rules. 
