The timeline is ambitious and out of experience

involvement, provided that ENTSOG also
remains open to ad hoc conversations with
individual stakeholders that go beyond the
formal and official gatherings.

meetings are appropriate.

discussions on issues that were raised in the earlier
SJWS. In addition, ENTSOG should remain open to
bilateral meetings, in particular in the period
between the last SIWS and preceding the first
consultation workshop when no public events are
foreseen. We support having a discussion about
capacity calculation in order to try and align the
definitions used by TSOs for baseline capacity,
additional capacity and interruptible capacity. This —
we believe —is not fully covered by the Commission’s
proposal for amendment of the CAM NC.

webinar and teleconferencing allow
for the widest participation possible
and should be maintained.

Christian Sidak 2 - Active SJWS participant Yes. No might be to short. A fourth workshop should be No The topics and the scheduling is sufficient. No Good idea. No No
scheduled just in case.
Bram De . . . . . . N . "
Wispelaere 4 - Observer confidential response Yes confidential response Yes confidential response Yes confidential response Yes confidential response Yes
The scheduling of the SIWSs seems appropriate and
consistent. In particular, it is useful holding a last
SJWS on feedback and summary, where stakeholders
may discuss changes made by ENTSOG on the
previous drafts circulated. However, we are
Edison thinks that the Project Plan, by concerned on the possibility that the topic of
replicating the positive experiences “capacity calculation” might be excluded by the The use of webinars, in particular, is
undertaken by ENTSOG with the previous Interoperability Network Code and being simply a very good tool to ensure that all
Network Codes on CAM and Gas Balancing, . . L included in the CAM Code. Wi derstand and stakeholders have the possibility to .
. - . . . 8 Edison thinks that the proposed timeline is incluced in ‘e oce. e un ‘ers‘an an ag.'ee P . v We do not have additional
Monica Immovilli 2 - Active SJWS participant represents a good basis to ensure an adequate No apbropriate and no changes are needed No that some guidance on common criteria for capacity No take part to the process and interact No comments No
level of involvement for all interested pprop 8 : calculation have to be specified within the CAM with ENTSOG during the SJWS, :
stakeholders, who will be given a reasonable Network Code, to ensure consistency in the overcoming problems related to
number of opportunities to interact with calculation of bundled capacity. Nevertheless, we travel arrangements.
ENTSOG on its proposals. would like to have more precise rules on capacity
calculation methodologies in the Interoperability
Network Code. This will also allow stakeholders to
actively participate to the definition of rules on
capacity calculation, which would not be the case if
rules were onlv agreed in the CAM comitoloev
As alread derlined i t
Sorgenia agrees with both topics and scheduling s already underline m'response °
other ENTSOG consultations, we
. . . proposed for each SJIWS. Moreover, we propose the
. Considering the very tight timescale for . . i would recommend the use of
. . 3 - Consultation K N introduction of the possibility for stakeholders to N N
Valentina Giust Yes. No developing the network code, we believe that  No . ) " streaming tools or videoconferences No No. No
respondent L . include, during the network code developing process, . .
the proposed timeline should be appropriate. . in order to involve as many
other topics they evaluate worthy to be more .
operators as possible in all ENTSO-G
deepened. . . .
meetings and discussions.
Nabil Mezlef 4 - Observer The status of the capacity calculation chapter No No No Teleconferencing and webinars are No No
should be made clearer. very useful tools.
NO, demending on the level of particpation to anything that lowers the threshold
Filip Sleeuwagen 1 - Prime mover YES No the SJWSs and the feedback/validation loop No to participate in these meetingsis ~ No
efficiency afterwards welcome
Al d
Kr::::'nuesr 2 - Active SJWS participant confidential response Yes confidential response Yes confidential response Yes confidential response Yes confidential response Yes
The timeli d i lly tight if
. R R ¢ 'lme ine pn:opo'se s really tight it we It seems questionable to differ to the comitology N R N R
Yes, the way the project plan is designed consider technical issues to solve. The . R ) Without deleting meetings in
. .- . Lo . process the issue of capacity calculation, where no L
provides sufficient basis for a good opportunity given throughout the consultation . . Brussel, the possibility to attend
" B - N R industrial operators may take part of the debate. It N N
Noél Coupaye 2 - Active SJWS participant involvement of a great number of No process to have informal contacts between No No meetings through webinars or No No further comments to add. No
A . " seems to us that whatever the network code A .
stakeholders, considering the deadline granted ENTSOG and some stakeholders -on a bilateral L . teleconferencing is an option to
S ) concerned, an agreement on this issue must imply
to draft the network code. basis- is welcomed. This may be helpful when a keep.
P stakeholders.
specific issue concerns only one stakeholder.
Valentin Hohn 2 - Active SJWS participant
Although the focus of Interconnection Agreements
may be on operational and technical issues - which
may primarily be considered a TSO-TSO matter, many
of the aspects that will be decided upon may also
affect network users connected to the system (SSOs,
LSOs, DSOs, producers and consumers). In addition
tt h lity, odorisation,
We are satisfied with the degree of openness matters ?uc Aas 8as quality, o orlfa an .
N communication protocols and units will directly affect N R N
showed by ENTSOG in the past and we trust o Sharing of all material used during
. " network users.  We believe it will be very . . .
the same to be true in the future. We believe . . . working session and workshop is a
R R challenging to handle these issues in 2 SJWS only and N
that the proposed project plan provides a Foreseen timeline and frequency of formal suggest that the 3rd SJWS is used to have further good practice and should be
Davide Rubini 1 - Prime mover sound basis for quality stakeholder No quency No 88 maintained, equally the use of No No. No

Thomas Deuschle

2 - Active SIWS participant
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I think that the plan is consistent with the
objectives of the EC's invitation to develop the
NC. The timing of JSW2 "Data Exchange +
Units" could be tight considering that the

It seems appropriate, although it depends on
what will be the decision about the degree of

It reflects the structure of the Framework Guidelines

2 - Active SJWS participant analysis of the complexity and of the No No State of art No NO No
P P v P v . detail of normalization / standardizations in this issued by ACER
numerous protocols today in use could be . .
. . domain has to be achieved by the JSW2.
time consuming. It depends very much on
what detail of normalization / standardization
in this domain has to be achieved.
Although the focus of Interconnection Agreements
may be on operational and technical issues - which
may primarily be considered a TSO-TSO matter -
many of the aspects that will be decided upon may
also affect network users connected to the system
(SSOs, LSOs, DSOs, producers and consumers). In
addition matters such as gas quality, odorisation,
We are satisfied with the degree of openness P gasd B v -
. communication protocols and units will directly affect . . .
showed by ENTSOG in the past and we trust L . Sharing of all material used during
. y network users. We believe it will be very challenging ) . .
the same to be true in the future. We believe . . working session and workshop is a
. . to handle these issues in 2 SIWS only and suggest .
that the proposed project plan provides a L . . . good practice and should be
. . y Foreseen timeline and frequency of formal that the 3rd SJWS is used to have further discussions L
1 - Prime mover sound basis for quality stakeholder No . No . L . No maintained, equally the use of No No
. ) meetings are ok. on issues that were raised in the earlier SIWS. In . N
involvement, provided that ENTSOG also " X . webinar and teleconferencing allow
. A 5 addition, ENTSOG should remain open to bilateral ) A )
remains open to ad hoc conversations with . . . . . for the widest participation possible
Lo meetings, in particular in the period between the last Lo
individual stakeholders that go beyond the " " . and should be maintained.
R . SIWS and preceding the first consultation workshop
formal and official gatherings. .
when no public events are foreseen. We support
having a discussion about capacity calculation in
order to try and align the definitions used by TSOs for
baseline capacity, additional capacity and
interruptible capacity. This — we believe —is not fully
covered by the Commission’s proposal for
amendment of the CAM NC.
Energie-Nederland Is surprised by the treatment of
capacity calculation (page 4): “The Commission is
considering making use of its right of proposal to put
) N "
) forward a text for comitology !n t'hIS regard” in the Webinars and teleconferencing are
3 - Consultation CAM network code. Our association and the
Yes. No No comment. No R . No very useful for members who are No Not comments at the moment. No
respondent members we represent are not involved in the
. N not able to come to the SJWS.
comitology process. Consequently Energie-Nederland
will not be able to comment, debate and finally
propose among different solutions regarding capacity
Topic and scheduling of SJWS are in line with the
objective of the process. As for the “capaci
The timeline set in the Project Plan is consistent ) W, o p . pacity
. . calculation” topic, we think stakeholders should have
The Project Plan seems to allow stakeholders with the need to assure a proper level of . . e
. R ) A L. ) o the opportunity to contribute to the definition of the We strongly support the use of
2 - Active SJWS participant to be fully involved in the network code No stakeholders’ involvement while delivering the  No . o No . . No
L N new rules. This would not be possible if these rules webinars and teleconferencing.
development process. network code within the deadline indicated by . . .
the European Commission are discussed only in the CAM Comitology process.
P . Therefore, the “capacity calculation” topic should be
kept in the scope of the Interoperability NC.
for the moment we do not see any need for
last webi f ENTSOG
1 - Prime mover yes, the project plan provides sufficient basis  No change, in the course of the process there may No Proposed topics match with scope of process No aososve inars o were very No no No
be reason for further need of meetings. &
3 - Consultation Yes No We agree with the timeline. No We s'upport the use of medlé as No
respondent webinars and teleconferencing.
4 - Observer
2 - Active SIWS participant will be answed by IFIEC will be answed by IFIEC will be answed by IFIEC will be answed by IFIEC will be answed by IFIEC
3 - Consultation
respondent
It is just great to have the possiblity
to follow the workshops from a
2 - Active SIWS participant No No No distance with both sound and image No No
and to be in communication /
discussion via web-mails and sms.
2 - Active SIWS participant
the topic of dataexchange rules is very specific
and need to be developed carfully, since these we hope the process, despite its
. with the exeption of the dataexchange rules systems are integrated into business processes with the exemption on dataexchange rules the SIWS's At thi smoment we have no X P p o P
1 - Prime mover No No N No time constyraints, is flexible No

we think that the project plan is OK

on data collection and validation within
companies. A seperate SJWS and/or more time
might he

are wel scheduled

suggestions

enough for changes
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Most topics of the Interoperability and Data
Exchange NC will have an impact on DSO level.
Therefore, during the elaboration process both
direct and potential indirect effects on DSOs
have to be considered and the represantatives
of DSOs should be involved in the elaboration

2 - Active SJWS participant process. A good example for such a fruitful GEODE approves it. No GEODE approves it. No GEODE approves it. No No
cooperation is the elaboration process of the
NC on Gas Balancing where numerous ENTSOG-
DSO meetings have been held. GEODE is
ready to cooperate with ENTSOG in the
elaborating process of the Network Code.
Strictly limiting the NG to cross boarder issues
2 - Active SIWS participant without check'ing the.im'plicatk?ns for the No comment O.K.
whole gas chain can limit the aim to built a
well functioning internal gas market.
3 - Consultation
respondent
Webinars and teleconferencing
3 - Consultation Yes, the basis is sufficient for a quality No The frequency as well as the number of We believe that the topics are covered sufficiently in No obviously enhance the whole No We do not have any further No
respondent stakeholder involvement. meetings are satisfactory for the given timeline. each SJWS. procedure of the stakeholders' comments to make.
active participation
Topic and scheduling of SJIWS seem fine. However,
Eurogas is surprised by the treatment of capacity
calculation (page 4) : “The Commission is considering
making use of its right of proposal to put forward a
Eurogas thinks it does. We are pleased to think o ‘ text for comitology ir'1 this regard” in the CAM- Webinars and teleconferencing
. - . . ) Timeline seems fine and we don’t think network code. In which network code the subject should be used for each SJIWS and
2 - Active SJWS participant that public consultation will respect future No No No No comments No

ACER framework.

presently that any changes are needed.

should be handled is not really the issue. But the
issue is that our association and the members we
represent are not involved in the comitology process.
Consequently EUROGAS will not be able to comment,
debate and finally propose among different solutions
regarding capacity calculation.

for the launching of the formal
consultation.

2 - Active SIWS participant

TAP believes that the project plan for the
development of a network code on
Interoperability and Data Exchange contained No
in this document provides a sufficient basis for

a quality stakeholder involvement.

TAP believes that the proposed timeline for
development of the code is adequate to achieve
the completion of the network code on
Interoperability and Data Exchange. However,
based on previous experience in participating in No
SIWS in ENTSOG, additional sessions to the ones
already included in the project plan may be

needed, depending on the level of feedback and

TAP believes that the project plan represents a solid
starting point for the development of the network

code on Interoperability and Data Exchange rules. It
would be advisable however to have at least one

session dedicated exclusively to Interconnection No
Agreements given the complexity of this particular
section of the code, and the existence of different
practices in Europe between TSOs in relation to

TAP fully supports the efforts of
ENTSOG in using webseminars and
teleconferencing in order to ensure

the largest stakeholder

participation. TAP raccommends No
that tools as webseminars and
teleconferencing are used by

ENTSOG to the largest extent

The network code on
Interoperability and Data
Exchange rules should be
developed ensuring full
compatibility with other
network codes currently being
developed by ENTSOG. In order
to avoid double work and a re-
opening of the process defined
in the project plan under No
consultation, the full
compatibility of the network
code on Interoperability and

participation from stakeholders. Interconnection Agreements. possible. Data Exchange rules with other
network codes should be
ensured before the process
described in the project plan is
concluded and the code
2 - Active SJWS participant confidential response Yes confidential response Yes confidential response Yes confidential response Yes confidential response Yes
Contact on bilateral basis may be
4 - Observer Yes No No changes needed No Satisfactory No usefull v No No No
If it could be done, | would welcome
On Gas Quality the stated objective is to include "the " e
N ) . some sort of "satellite" facility for
cooperation of TSOs on the issue of gas quality". | X .
. L . . the meeting (e.g. in London and
think this will inevitably lead to some discussion of )
R N - o other locations where there may be
3 - Consultation the respective contractual/liability obligations for Gas . L
Yes No No No . .. No a number of companies wishingto  No No No
respondent Quality of the TSOs and the Users at any IP, which in . . . .
" . participate without travelling) with
themselves may be "creating an obstacle to gas . L .
. o . video-conferencing links to the main
market integration" and should be included as an .
agenda item meeting, perhaps convened by the
€ i local MS TS0?
The topics which seem the most important for us as a OK for the use of webinars and
2 - Active SJWS participant Yes No the timeline seems suitable. No change No distribution operator are odorisation, gas quality and No ) No No
units teleconferencing as proposed.
TOpIC and Scheduling of STWS seem Tine. Fowever,
GDF SUEZ is disappointed by the treatment of
capacity calculation (page 4) : “The Commission is
considering making use of its right of proposal to put . "
Webinars and teleconferencin|
GDF SUEZ thinks it does. We are pleased to Timeline is quite short regarding some strategic forward a text for comitology in this regard” in the 8
. . . . . . . N R . . should be use for each SJWS and for
2 - Active SIWS participant consider that public consultation will respect  No questions this NC will raise among stakeholders No CAM network code. We do not really care in which No . No No No
o N the launching of the formal
future ACER framework. (odourisation). network code the subject should be handled. The .
B s . . . . consultation.
issue is that the industry is not involved in the
comitology process. So, we will not be able to
comment, debate and finally choose amongst
4 Liati v deafie
4 - Observer confidential response Yes confidential response Yes confidential response Yes confidential response Yes confidential response Yes

3 - Consultation
respondent

2 - Active SIWS participant







