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Response:

Response:

We consider that NC should establish the principles and enter enough into the details in order to
ensure consistency within Europe, while leaving some flexibility when more experience is needed.

Response:

see answer to question n° 2

Response:

Response:

Allocation of long-term capacity exclusively with auctions through quarterly products that won’t be
linked could have important negative impacts as there is no guarantee for a shipper to obtain a band
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of capacity running on several years or even on one year. Moreover, the situation will be
exacerbated if the shipper envisages to cross several IPs.

This could be particularly critical for shippers that are looking for long term supplies, by creating new
risks along the chain, and therefore could hamper the development of infrastructures, in particular
LNG terminals.

In order to keep European market attractive, in particular for external suppliers, it seems
appropriate to allocate multiyear products to shippers willing to buy them. Unsold capacity would
then be allocated through annual or quarterly products for shippers willing to profile their capacity
bookings that way.

Response:

Limiting the long term offer capacity to the upcoming 15 years could be inappropriate, in particular
for shippers that are looking for long term LNG supplies, as projects are often designed to last 20
years or more.

Therefore, this could hamper the development of new LNG chains, among which terminal
infrastructures.

Long term duration up to 20 years seems to be appropriate for multiyear products.

Response:

Response:
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Response:

Auction algorithms should maximize the allocated capacity. In particular, when demand at the
reserve price or above exceeds the capacity offered, the whole capacity should be allocated,
whatever the algorithm.

Response:

Response:

Response:

Response:
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Response:

Response:

Response:

Response:

Response:
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Response:

Response:

Although this Network Code on CAM shall not rule on entry points from LNG terminals, LNG terminal
operators may be directly affected by ill-designed rules at cross-border Interconnection Point that
would discourage shippers to make reservation on the long term, and therefore hamper the

development of their infrastructures.

Page 6 of 6



