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Responses to CAM Network Code — stakeholder support process

Consultation Response Sheet

Please complete the fields below and send via email using the subject title, “Response to the CAM
NC consultation” to info@entsog.eu by 13 February 2012.

First and Last Name: Kees Bouwens

Company/Organisation Name: Esso Nederland B.V. / ExxonMobil

Job Title: Regulatory Advisor

Email: kees.bouwens@exxonmobil.com

Tel: +31 76 529 2228

Mobile: +31 76 529 2240

Street: Graaf Engelbertlaan 75

Postal Code: 4837 DS

City: Breda

Country: Netherlands

Countries in which your organisation operates: (in Europe:) Belgium, France, Germany, Ireland,
Italy, Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Romania, United Kingdom.
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Association

End user

Network user

Trader

Other

(please specify type)

(please specify) ExxonMobil is a longstanding participant in the European
gas business involved across the supply value chain including upstream
production, storage, processing, LNG receiving terminals and marketing.

Yes X

Comments:

We commend ENTSOG for the professional approach they have adopted in the engagement of
stakeholders during the network code development process.

Yes X

No

If no, please give brief reasons and state how to consider this issue:

Page 2



cnisog

CAM NC — Stakeholder Support Process
CAP0234-11

Section 1-2: Rationale 3: Principles of 4: Allocation of 5: Cross-border
and Application co-operation firm capacity1 capacity

Support X X X

Do not support X

Section 6: Interruptible 7: Tariffs 8: Booking 9-11: Legal
capacity platforms provisions

Support X X X X

Do not support

ExxonMobil has repeatedly expressed its objections to the forced bundling of existing
capacity (sunset clause and default rule) that is laid down in Article 5.2 of the CAM Network
Code. In our view this article should be removed from the final network code.

! Please consider article 4 except the day-ahead suggestion which is tackled already above.
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