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EUROPEAN COMMISSION 
DIRECTORATE-GENERAL FOR ENERGY 

Consultation paper 

on the planned  

Commission Decision amending Commission Decision (EU) 2020/2152 on 
fees due to the European Union Agency for the Cooperation of Energy 

Regulators for tasks under Regulation (EU) No 1227/2011 of 25 October 
2011 on wholesale energy market integrity and transparency 

I. Background

1. Introduction

This public consultation is part of the preparations for a Commission Decision amending 
Commission Decision (EU) 2020/2152 of 17 December 2020 on fees due to the European 
Union Agency for the Cooperation of Energy Regulators for tasks under Regulation (EU) No 
1227/2011 of 25 October 2011 on wholesale energy market integrity and transparency 
(“REMIT”). 

Objective of the planned new Commission Decision is to update Commission Decision (EU) 
2020/2152 setting the fees due to ACER for collecting, handling, processing and analysing of 
information reported under Regulation (EU) No 1227/2011 of 25 October 2011 on wholesale 
energy market integrity and transparency (“Fee Decision”). This update is necessary since 
Regulation (EU) 2024/1106 of 11 April 2024 not only amends REMIT, but also the provisions 
on fees in Article 32 of Regulation (EU) 2019/942 of the European Parliament and of the 
Council of 5 June 2019 establishing a European Union Agency for the Cooperation of Energy 
Regulators (“ACER Regulation”).  

This public consultation is required under Article 32(2) of the ACER Regulation. The ideas 
presented in this consultation paper have been developed by DG Energy and ACER for the 
purpose of this public consultation. They are without prejudice to the decision of the 
Commission college on the planned Commission Decision. 

2. Legislative background

Regulation (EU) 2019/942 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 5 June 2019 
establishing a European Union Agency for the Cooperation of Energy Regulators (“ACER 
Regulation”) introduced fees as an additional source of funding to cover the costs of REMIT 
related activities (“REMIT fees”) performed by the European Union Agency for the 
Cooperation of Energy Regulators (“ACER”). Pursuant to Article 32(2), those fees and the way 
in which they are to be paid, shall be set by the Commission. The Fee Decision complements 
Article 32 of the ACER Regulation. 

https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A02011R1227-20240507
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dec/2020/2152/oj
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A32024R1106
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A02019R0942-20240716
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Regulation (EU) 2024/1106 of 11 April 2024 amends Article 32 of the ACER Regulation 
(Regulation (EU) 2019/942) as follows: 

Article 32 

Fees 

1. Fees shall be due to ACER for the following:

(a) requesting an exemption decision pursuant to Article 10 of this Regulation and
for decisions on cross-border cost allocation provided by ACER pursuant to Article
12 of Regulation (EU) No 347/2013;

(b) collecting, handling, processing and analysing of information reported by
market participants, or by persons or entities reporting on their behalf, pursuant
to Article 8 of Regulation (EU) No 1227/2011 and for disclosing inside information
pursuant to Articles 4 and 4a of that Regulation. The fees shall be paid by
registered reporting mechanisms and inside information platforms. Revenues
from those fees may also cover the costs of ACER for exercising the supervision
and investigatory powers pursuant to Articles 13 to 13c and Article 16 of
Regulation (EU) No 1227/2011.

2. The fees referred to in paragraph 1, and the way in which they are to be paid,
shall be set by the Commission after carrying out a public consultation and after
consulting the Administrative Board and the Board of Regulators. The fees shall be
proportionate to the costs of the relevant services as provided in a cost-effective way
and shall be sufficient to cover those costs. Those fees shall be set at such a level as to
ensure that they are non-discriminatory and that they avoid placing an undue financial
or administrative burden on market participants or entities acting on their behalf.

The Commission shall regularly examine the level of those fees on the basis of an 
evaluation and, if necessary, shall adapt the level of those fees and the way in which 
they are to be paid. 

The Fee Decision therefore needs to be updated to reflect those changes to Article 32 of the 
ACER Regulation, concretely: 

1. extending the fee-paying requirement to Inside Information Platforms (IIPs) and

2. extending the scope of eligible costs possibly paid from fee revenues to the new
supervision and investigatory powers given to ACER by the amendment to REMIT (e.g.,
investigatory powers such as on-site inspections, requests for information and power to
take statements in cross-border cases).

Furthermore, the Fee Decision has so far not been updated and adjusted to inflation and to 
changes in the market (e.g. more high frequency trading). The amendment also provides an 
opportunity to adjust the Fee Decision, if necessary, based on experience with its 
implementation since 2021. 
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3. The basic structure of the fee scheme pursuant to the current Fee Decision

1. The total costs to be covered by fees are identified in the programming document adopted
by ACER’s Administrative Board at the end of each year.

2. At the beginning of the year, ACER calculates the fees to be paid by each Registered
Reporting Mechanism (RRM) based on data from the previous year. The fees consist of
three components:

i) A flat enrolment fee component;

ii) A transaction records-based fee component, depending on the number of market
participants reporting via the RRM and on how many records they generate at
different organised market places or outside organised market places;

iii) An amount to balance differences between the transaction records-based fee
component paid in the previous year and the transaction records-based fee component
that would have been paid according to the actual reporting in that year.

3. Should the total amount of fees to be paid by all RRMs exceed the total eligible costs, the
individual amounts payable by each RRM are reduced pro-rata.

4. ACER sends out invoices (debit notes) to reporting parties.

5. The same cycle is repeated each year.

II. Outline of potential amendments to the Fee Decision with indicative questions to
stakeholders 

1. Basic structure of the fee scheme

The Commission considers that ACER and stakeholders managed to implement the Fee 
Decision successfully and that in the past years overall the Fee Decision has fulfilled its 
objective of providing ACER with additional funding without placing an undue financial or 
administrative burden on stakeholders. Nevertheless, the planned amendment provides an 
opportunity to adjust the Fee Decision, if necessary, based on experience with its 
implementation since 2021 (e.g. clarification concerning the calculation of the correction 
amount insofar as it should be calculated by subtracting the transaction records-based fee 
component paid after the reduction factor is applied in the previous year). 

Questions for consultation: What is your experience with the Fee Decision and its 
implementation? Do you see a need to correct certain aspects? If yes, what should be 
changed? Please provide explanations. 

2. Inside Information Platforms (IIPs)

Pursuant to Article 4a of the amended REMIT and once the Commission Regulation (delegated 
act) supplementing this Article is adopted1, ACER will be in charge of authorising and 

1According to Article 4a(8) of REMIT, the Commission shall adopt such delegated Act by 8 May 2025. 

https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dec/2020/2152/oj
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supervising Inside Information Platforms (IIPs), going beyond the current registration of such 
entities by ACER. 

The Commission proposes that each IIP would need to pay annually a flat enrolment fee 
equivalent to the one paid by Registered Reporting Mechanisms (RRMs). For the envisaged 
level of this fee see section 3.1 below. This means that a similar component like the transaction 
records-based fee component for transaction reporting should not be required for the publication 
of inside information. 

Questions for consultation: Do you agree with the above proposals as regards the fees to 
be paid by IIPs? Please provide explanations.  

3. Covering ACER’s increasing costs and for implementing additional REMIT tasks

ACER’s costs for implementing REMIT have risen considerably: from around EUR 8.8 million 
costs eligible for funding by fees in 2021 to around EUR 12.4 million in 2024. ACER’s costs 
for implementing REMIT are expected to further increase given ACER’s additional tasks 
according to the REMIT revision: costs eligible for funding by fees are estimated as around 
EUR 17.3 million in 2025. Inflation, more high-frequency trading and additional tasks under 
REMIT are the three main reasons for rising costs which so far have not been matched by 
increasing fee revenues: 

1. Inflation

The developments on inflation as of 2021 demonstrate that this is a factor to consider for the 
revision of the Commission decision on REMIT fees. 

Source: Eurostat (europa.eu) 

https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/web/products-euro-indicators/w/2-18062024-ap
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2. Changes in the market, especially more high-frequency trading with an exponential
increase of collected records not correlating with an equivalent increase of fee revenue.

Since 2021 each year the number of reported transaction records reported under REMIT has 
increased by around 50%. It is currently expected that the number of reported transaction 
records will even further increase once additional data types are added under a revised REMIT 
implementing regulation. 

* Forecast for 2025 and 2026.

Currently, the highest fee subcomponent per data cluster is EUR 16,000 for more than 100 
million transaction records in case of wholesale energy products in relation to the supply of 
electricity and gas using an organised market place or in case of wholesale energy products in 
relation to the transportation of electricity and gas, and EUR 16,000 for more than 10 million 
transaction records in case of wholesale energy products in relation to the supply of electricity 
and gas traded outside an organised market place. Therefore, the increase in the number of 
reported transaction records is not resulting in an equivalent increase in fee revenues, since due 
to high-frequency trading more and more market participants pay EUR 16,000 per data cluster 
despite reporting many more than 100 million transaction records under REMIT. 

* Budget numbers for 2025 and 2026 are taken from ACER’s Programming Document 2024-2026 and do not include all
costs based on REMIT revision.
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3. The amendments to REMIT in 2024

The amendments to REMIT increase the scope and depths of tasks of ACER, notably: 

• ACER will be in charge of authorising and supervising Inside Information Platforms
(IIPs) and Registered Reporting Mechanisms (RRMs), going beyond the current
registration of such entities by ACER;

• ACER now has the task of collecting all suspicious transaction or order reports which
now all persons professionally arranging or executing transactions across the EU have
to report;

• ACER now has complementary powers to investigate potential breaches of REMIT if
two or more Member States are concerned.

The legislative financial statement accompanying the Commission's proposal for amending 
REMIT estimates that in total 25 additional full-time equivalents (FTE) will be needed, phased 
in from 2024 onwards to 2027. ACER will also receive additional funding from the EU budget, 
but costs for enhancing the REMIT IT system and for at least two thirds of the additional staff 
will need to be funded by fees. 

Furthermore, Article 83 of Regulation (EU) 2024/1789 on the internal market for renewable 
gas, natural gas and hydrogen extends REMIT to wholesale hydrogen markets. The legislative 
financial statement accompanying the Commission proposal for revising the Gas Regulation 
estimates that this will require in total 7 additional FTE, phased in from 2024 onwards to 2027. 
All those staff will need to be funded by fees. 

3.1 Flat enrolment fee component 

Whilst the flat enrolment fee for IIPs will be newly set as described above, the Commission 
proposes to increase the flat enrolment fee component to be annually paid by each RRM to a 
level of up to EUR 20,000.- (currently at EUR 9,000), the level depending on other changes to 
the Fee Decision, especially if an additional annual supervisory fee is introduced or not (see 
section 3.3 below). 

Questions for consultation: Which level of flat enrolment fee do you consider as 
appropriate? Please provide explanations. 

3.2 Transaction records-based fee component 

The Commission proposes to (i)add additional data clusters beyond the current highest data 
clusters of more than 10 million transaction records (for supply contracts not using an organised 
marketplace) or more than 100 million transaction records (for all other contracts) and (ii) to 
increase the level of the fee subcomponent for each data cluster. 

1. Additional data clusters

One option is to add additional data clusters for each additional 10 million / 100 million 
transaction records. Another option is to add data clusters continuing the current progression of 
number of transaction records, meaning the next data cluster would be more than 10 million to 
up to 100 million transaction records / to more than 100 million to up to 1 billion transaction 

https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A52023PC0147
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A52023PC0147
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A32024R1789
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A32024R1789
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/docs_autres_institutions/commission_europeenne/com/2021/0804/COM_COM(2021)0804_EN.pdf
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records. Data clusters could also be defined according to a formula in-between those two 
options. 

2. Fee subcomponents for each data cluster

Currently, the fee subcomponents per data cluster for transaction records are outlined in Articles 
6.2 and 6.3 of the Fee Decision.  

The above table presents the fee subcomponents per data cluster for transaction records as 
specified in Article 6.2, along with the corresponding factor by which the price of each 
subcomponent increases in relation to the preceding line. For data clusters exceeding 100 
million transaction records, the fee subcomponent is currently fixed at 16,000 EUR.  

A similar logic applies to the fee subcomponents outlined in Article 6.3 of the Fee Decision, 
where the pricing structure follows the same incremental approach. 

The Commission is considering the following amendments: 

First, for each of Articles 6.2 and 6.3 of the Fee Decision, the Commission proposes to increase 
the level of the fee subcomponent for the first data cluster by 20%, meaning EUR 300 (instead 
of EUR 250) (“First Amendment”). 

Second, for each of Articles 6.2 and 6.3 of the Fee Decision, as regards the fee subcomponents 
for the further data clusters, the following options are being considered:  

- one option is to keep the current factor of two (referred to in the table above as “x2”)
according to which the levels of the fee subcomponents increase for each additional data
cluster, hence that the fee subcomponent to be paid for each additional data cluster is
doubling for each additional data cluster (“Second Amendment, Option 1”).

- An alternative option would be to increase the fee subcomponents by a higher factor,
e.g. 2.1 or 2.2 (“Second Amendment, Option 2”).

Third, for each of Articles 6.2 and 6.3, the Commission proposes to add more data clusters to 
reflect the increasing use of high-frequency trading. This means that additional lines would be 
added at the end of each of the tables in Articles 6.2 and 6.3 of the Fee Decision. These 
additional lines would correspond to additional data clusters. In practical terms, the new lines 
in the table presented in Article 6.2 could apply to every additional 100 million transaction 
records, while in the case of the table in Article 6.3, the new lines could apply to every additional 
10 million transaction records (“Third Amendment”) (For completeness, please also refer to the 
discussion in sub-section 1 of this section). 

No. of records - from No. of records - to Fee subcomponent in EUR
1 1,000 250

1,001 10,000 500 2x
10,001 100,000 1,000 2x

100,001 1,000,000 2,000 2x
1,000,001 10,000,000 4,000 2x

10,000,001 100,000,000 8,000 2x
100,000,001 16,000 2x

Transaction records per data cluster Fee Subcomponent 
Increase Factor
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For illustrative purposes, below is how the table in Article 6(2) of the Fee Decision would look 
like in case the Commission’s First Amendment, Second Amendment Option 1 (applying a 
factor of 2) and Third Amendment were to be adopted.   

In addition, below is how the table in Article 6(2) of the Fee Decision would look like in case 
the Commission’s First Amendment, Second Amendment Option 2 (applying a factor of 2.1) 
and Third Amendment were to be adopted. 

Questions for consultation: If the current factor of two, according to which the levels of the 
fee subcomponents increase for each additional data cluster, were to be increased, which 
level of do you consider as appropriate (e.g., 2.1, 2.2, other)? If you disagree with the factor 
increase, please provide relevant explanations. Please also provide your views on all 
amendments / options considered in this section.  

3.3 Additional annual supervisory fee 

The Commission takes note that the current Commission decision on REMIT fees provides for 
a correction mechanism in case the collected REMIT fees exceed ACER’s eligible costs, but 
the current Commission decision on REMIT fees does not provide for a correction mechanism 
in case the collected fees do not satisfy ACER’s eligible costs.  

No. of records - from No. of records - to Fee subcomponent in EUR
1 1,000 300 

1,001 10,000 600 2x
10,001 100,000 1,200 2x

100,001 1,000,000 2,400 2x
1,000,001 10,000,000 4,800 2x

10,000,001 100,000,000 9,600 2x
100,000,001 200,000,000 19,200 +9,600 EUR
200,000,001 300,000,000 28,800 +9,600 EUR
300,000,001 400,000,000 38,400 +9,600 EUR
400,000,001 500,000,000 48,000 +9,600 EUR

....................... ....................... ............ .....................

Fee Subcomponent Increase 
(Factor and Absolute Change)

Transaction records per data cluster

No. of records - from No. of records - to Fee subcomponent in EUR
1 1,000 300 

1,001 10,000 630 2.1x
10,001 100,000 1,323 2.1x

100,001 1,000,000 2,778 2.1x
1,000,001 10,000,000 5,834 2.1x

10,000,001 100,000,000 12,252 2.1x
100,000,001 200,000,000 24,505 +12,252 EUR
200,000,001 300,000,000 36,757 +12,252 EUR
300,000,001 400,000,000 49,009 +12,252 EUR
400,000,001 500,000,000 61,262 +12,252 EUR

....................... ....................... ............ .....................

Transaction records per data cluster Fee Subcomponent Increase 
(Factor and Absolute Change)

https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dec/2020/2152/oj
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/dec/2020/2152/oj
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In order to ensure that fees cover the eligible costs incurred by ACER, an option is to add an 
annual supervisory fee for RRMs and IIPs also to reflect ACER’s increased mandate:  

For RRMs, the basis would be the planned budget for the respective year for transaction 
information related costs. From this amount the estimated revenue from the flat enrolment fee 
and transaction record-based fee component would be deducted. The remaining costs to be 
covered would be split among all RRMs according to their respective share of the total number 
of transaction records disclosed through all RRMs. A minimum annual supervisory fee in the 
range of EUR 15000,- to EUR 25,000.- per RRM could be set. 

For IIPs, the basis would be the planned budget for the respective year for inside information 
related costs. From this amount the estimated revenue from flat enrolment fees would be 
deducted. The remaining costs to be covered would be split among all IIPs. This could either 
be split as an equal amount considering that IIPs are only paying a flat enrolment fee or 
according to their respective share of the total number of Urgent Market Message (UMM) 
records disclosed through all IIPs. A minimum annual supervisory fee in the range of EUR 
5000,- to EUR 10,000.- per IIP could be set. 

Questions for consultation: What do you think about such an additional fee component? Do 
you see other options to ensure that fee revenues are sufficient to cover eligible costs given 
ACER’s additional tasks? Please provide explanations. 

3.4 Automatic adjustment to inflation 

Fee schemes for other agencies (for example the fee scheme for the EU Aviation Safety Agency 
EASA and the fee scheme for the EU Agency for Railways ERA) provide for an automatic 
indexation of the fees to inflation, for example using Eurostat's Harmonised Indices of 
Consumer Prices (HICP) or the annual updates of the remuneration of the officials and other 
servants of the EU. Such an indexation could provide stability to the fee scheme since it could 
avoid the need of regular revisions of the Fee Decision. It could also allow for a more careful 
increase of the fee levels in this amendment, since without indexation the increase with this 
amendment would need to take into account possible inflation driven higher costs in the future. 

Questions for consultation: What are your views on how the Fee Decision could provide 
for cost increases due to inflation? Please provide explanations. 

4. Final remarks

Otherwise, the Commission proposes to maintain the basic structure of the fee scheme as laid 
down in the Fee Decision. 

Questions for consultation: Do you have any other comments or recommendations? 

Contact: 

Responsible service: DG Energy, Unit C3 – Internal Energy Market 
Email: ENER-MARKET-DESIGN@ec.europa.eu  

https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A32019R2153
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A32019R2153
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/eli/reg_impl/2021/1903/oj
https://data.europa.eu/data/datasets/sutdvpccjo10jfmwikzy4q?locale=en
https://data.europa.eu/data/datasets/sutdvpccjo10jfmwikzy4q?locale=en
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=OJ:C_202301544
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=OJ:C_202301544
mailto:ENER-MARKET-DESIGN@ec.europa.eu


  acer.europa.eu      info@acer.europa.eu      +386 8 2053 400 

Page 2 of 4 

Consultation on the Commission Decision amending Commission Decision (EU) 
2020/2152 on fees due to the European Union Agency for the Cooperation of 

Energy Regulators for tasks under Regulation (EU) No 1227/2011 of 25 October 
2011 on wholesale energy market integrity and transparency 

ACER BoR’s feedback to the European Commission 

27 November 2024 

The Commission’s consultation of the BoR according to Article 32 of Regulation (EU) 
2019/942 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 5 June 2019 establishing a 
European Union Agency for the Cooperation of Energy Regulators (“ACER Regulation”) 
is part of the preparations for a Commission Decision amending Commission Decision 
(EU) 2020/2152 of 17 December 2020 on fees due to the European Union Agency for the 
Cooperation of Energy Regulators for tasks under Regulation (EU) No 1227/2011 of 25 
October 2011 on wholesale energy market integrity and transparency (“REMIT”). 

Objective of the planned new Commission Decision is to update Commission Decision 
(EU) 2020/2152 setting the fees (“REMIT fees”) due to ACER for collecting, handling, 
processing and analysing of information reported under Regulation (EU) No 1227/2011 of 
25 October 2011 on wholesale energy market integrity and transparency (“Fee Decision”). 
This update is necessary since Regulation (EU) 2024/1106 of 11 April 2024 not only 
amends REMIT, but also the provisions on fees in Article 32 of the ACER Regulation.  

The Fee Decision needs to be updated to reflect those changes to Article 32 of the ACER 
Regulation, concretely: 

1. extending the fee-paying requirement to Inside Information Platforms (IIPs)
and

2. extending the scope of eligible costs possibly paid from fee revenues to the
new supervision and investigatory powers given to ACER by the amendment
to REMIT (e.g., investigatory powers such as on-site inspections, requests for
information and power to take statements in cross-border cases).

Furthermore, the Fee Decision has so far not been updated and adjusted to inflation and 
to changes in the market (e.g. more high frequency trading). The planned amendment of 
the Fee Decision also provides an opportunity to adjust it, if necessary, based on 
experience with its implementation since 2021. 

http://acer.europa.eu/
mailto:info@acer.europa.eu
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The BoR provides the following feedback to the Commission on the consultation paper for 
the planned amendment of the Commission Decision setting the REMIT fees dated 2 
October 2024.  

Generally the BoR considers that the possibility to collect REMIT fees has proven its 
efficiency as an important element to ensure adequate financing of the REMIT activities 
that ACER is performing. Overall, an effective oversight will contribute to the integrity and 
transparency of wholesale energy markets in the EU, which in turn brings benefits to 
consumers. 

It is the BoR’s understanding that the REMIT fee model shall be tailored to fulfil the 
multitude of requirements without, however, complicating it and without placing an undue 
financial or administrative burden on stakeholders. 

The BoR notes that REMIT fees should only be used to cover the costs incurred in 
connection with the activities listed in Article 32 of the ACER Regulation. The BoR 
furthermore takes note that the eligible costs to be covered from REMIT fees are 
increasing so that an additional revenue will have to be collected through REMIT fees. 

With regard to the need of covering ACER’s increasing costs and for implementing 
additional REMIT tasks, the BoR considers that based on the experience of previous years 
and the raise of trading activity, an adjusted REMIT fee model and its automatic alignment 
to inflation are appropriate.  

It is important to recall that the purpose of the REMIT fees is to ensure a solid funding of 
ACER’s REMIT activities irrespective of other – equally important – tasks of ACER. The 
additional revenue from REMIT fees will cover additional ACER tasks introduced by the 
recent revision of REMIT (including additional IT and staff enhancement) and must be 
seen as coming “on top of” normal ACER revenues and must not lead to a reduction of 
the general subsidy from the EU budget to ACER’s budget. 

Concerning the basic structure of the fee scheme pursuant to the current Fee Decision, 
the BoR welcomes the proposed refinement of the REMIT fee model based on the current 
structure of the enrolment fee and the transaction records-based fee components. The 
addition of more data clusters to reflect the increasing use of high-frequency trading is 
appropriate.  

Regarding the extension of the fee scheme to Inside Information Platforms, the BoR 
understands that this is required according to amended the legal basis of Article 32 of the 
ACER Regulation and appreciates that the consultation foresees that IIPs would need to 
pay annually a flat enrolment fee equivalent to the one paid by Registered Reporting 
Mechanisms (RRMs), but that no similar component like the transaction records-based 
fee component for transaction reporting will be required for the publication of inside 
information. This will avoid putting an additional financial burden on the publication of 

http://acer.europa.eu/
mailto:info@acer.europa.eu


 

 

  acer.europa.eu      info@acer.europa.eu      +386 8 2053 400 

Page 4 of 4 

inside information as well as the risk of a detriment of publications of inside information by 
the aim of cost optimisation. 

The BoR notes that the current REMIT fee model already defines a correction mechanism 
to avoid any potential surplus for ACER in case the overall amount of REMIT fees 
calculated exceeds the eligible costs. However, no additional payment liability was 
foreseen in case of an unplanned overspending, i.e. (eligible) REMIT costs are higher 
than forecasted.  

Against the background that such correction mechanism already exists to avoid any 
potential surplus for ACER from REMIT fees, and regarding the huge cost increase of 
previous years, the BoR understands the proposal to introduce an extended correction 
mechanism to cover a potential deficit for ACER in case the overall amount of REMIT fees 
does not cover the eligible costs in order to ensure a stable funding of ACER’s REMIT 
activities eligible for REMIT fees. Any underfunding of ACER’s REMIT activities in this 
respect would put an effective oversight at risk and would therefore jeopardise the integrity 
and transparency of wholesale energy markets in the EU to the disadvantage of 
consumers. 

However, the BoR raises the Commission’s attention to the risk of an increasing cost pass-
through without any cost control which may lead to unproportionate and undue financial 
burden on stakeholders. In this regard, in order to ensure effective, rational and fair 
functioning or REMIT fees model, the BoR strongly recommends to the Commission to 
foresee an appropriate mechanism allowing the application of this extension (i.e. to cover 
a potential deficit) only for unexpected cost increases beyond ACER’s control. This kind 
of safeguard is commonly used by regulators, for instance, its principle is similar to the 
mechanisms for control of the costs covered by network tariffs. 

In conclusion, except the above-mentioned point of attention, the BoR considers the 
consulted amendments to the existing REMIT Fee Decision as overall appropriate. 

The BoR would like to take the opportunity of this consultation to remind that the recovery 
of the costs through network tariffs or other appropriate mechanisms has not been allowed 
given this is not covered by the relevant provisions of the Electricity Directive 
(2019/944/EU and 2024/1711/EU) or the Gas and Hydrogen Directive (2024/1788/EU). 
Moreover, with regard to the flat enrolment fee to be paid also by TSOs or their 
organizations that only report fundamental data, it is even detrimental as it discriminates 
other RRMs, IIPs and other market participants. 

http://acer.europa.eu/
mailto:info@acer.europa.eu
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DRAFT AGENDA 

ELECTRICITY GRID DEVELOPMENT CONFERENCE 

BUDAPEST, BÁLNA 

14.10.2024. 

 

AGENDA 

9:00-9:30 Registration 

9:30-9:40 
Opening speech 

Csaba Lantos, Minister for Energy, Hungary 

9:40-9:50 
Welcoming Remarks 

Mechthild Wörsdörfer, Deputy Director-General, European Commission  

1. Session: Challenges of electricity grids, the role of regulation and market design 

9:50-10:05 

Keynote presentation - The role of electricity grids in supporting 

energy transition 

Invited speaker: Pablo Hevia-Koch, Head of Unit, IEA 

Topic: the role of electricity grids in supporting the energy transition: 

grid development needs, smart grids 

10:05-10:20 

Status of implementation of the EU Grid Action Plan  

Invited speaker: Mechthild Wörsdörfer 

Topic: status of implementation of the EU Grid Action Plan 

10:20-10:50 

Presentation - methodology for national flexibility reports, 

flexibility options 

Invited speaker: Tzeni Varfi, SmartEn, Head of Policy 

Topic: EMD: SmartEn’s views on the upcoming methodology for 

flexibility needs assessment; to be adopted by ACER 

Follow-up comments & reflections from Christian Zinglersen, Director, 

ACER 

10:50-11:00 

Presentation - ERRA - Navigating Power Grid Scarcity In The Age 

of Renewable Energy 

Invited speaker: Ságvári Pál, Vice President for Strategic and 

International Affairs, Hungarian Energy and Public Utility Regulatory 

Authority 

Topic: Presentation of ERRA study 
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11:00-11:10 

Presentation - Electromobility 

Invited speaker: Sigrid de Vries, Director General of the European 

Automobile Manufacturers’ Association (ACEA) (TBC) 

Topic: Electricity grid needs of the electro-mobility industry 

11:10-11:30 Coffee break 

11:30-11:40 Presentation - Short- and medium-term challenges 

Invited speaker: Zbyněk Boldiš, President, ENTSO-E 

Topic: TSO point of view: challenges for network development 

11:40-11:50 Presentation - Short- and medium-term challenges 

Invited speaker: Vincenzo Ranieri, President, EU DSO Entity (TBC) 

Topic: Challenges for DSO’s to implement the Fit for 55 objectives 

11:50-13:00 

Panel discussion - electricity network challenges 

Panel discussion participants: 

- Attila Steiner, State Secretary, Ministry of Energy, Hungary 

- Zbyněk Boldiš, President, ENTSO-E 

- Vincenzo Ranieri, President, EU DSO Entity (TBC) 

- Christian Zinglersen, Director, ACER 

Moderator: Zsófia Beck, Managing Director and Partner, Boston 

Consulting Group (BCG) 

Topic: Challenges and solutions for the electricity grid of the future 

13:00-14:00 Lunchbreak 

2. Session: Success factors for the implementation of network developments 

14:00-14:15 Presentation - “Grids for Speed” 

Invited speaker: Kristian Ruby, Secretary General, Eurelectric 
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Technical challenges 

14:15-15:00 Panel discussion - Technical challenges 

Panel discussion participants: 

- Frederic Dunon, CEO, Elia (Belgian Electricity Transmission System 

Operator) (TBC) 

- Batta Gergő, Acting CEO, MAVIR, Hungarian Electricity 

Transmission System Operator 

- TenneT, Dutch Electricity Transmission System Operator (TBC) 

- Remy Garaude-Verdier, Director of European Affairs, ENEDIS, 

French Distribution System Operator 

- Luís Vale Cunha, Director of European Policies and Projects, E- 

REDES, Portuguese DSO, Portuguese Distribution System Operators 

- Aleksandar Paunoski, Member of the Managing Board & Deputy 

General Manager, MEPSO, Macedonian Electricity Transmission 

System Operator 

- Layla Sawyer, Secretary General, CurrENT Europe 

Alberto Toril, Manager, Europe – Power Sector, BreackthorughEnergy 

(TBC) 

Moderator: Balázs Kotnyek, Partner and Associate Director, Boston 

Consulting Group (BCG) 

Topic: technical challenges and solutions for grid development. 

Accelerating the connection of renewables to the grid 

Financing challenges 

15:00-15:15 Presentation - The role of financing 

Invited speaker: EBRD (TBC) 

Topic: The role of private capital, credit, EU grants and loans and State 

support in network investments 

15:15-16:10 Panel discussion - Financing challenges 

Panel discussion participants: 

- Martin Pitorák, Director of Fuels and Energy Department, Ministry of 

Economy, Slovakia 

- EBRD (TBC) 

- Attila Kiss, vice-president, E.ON SE 

- Mechthild Wörsdörfer, deputy director-general, European 

Commission (TBC) (TBC) 

- Zoltán Kurali, CEO, Government Debt Management Agency (TBC) 
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Moderator: Adam Karakas, Partner, Boston Consulting Group (BCG) 

Topic: The challenges of financing network development 

16:10-16:30 

Closing remarks 

Speakers: 

- Mechthild Wörsdörfer, deputy director-general, European Commission

(TBC) 

- Christian Zinglersen, director, ACER

- Boston Consulting Group (BCG)

16:30-17:30 Networking 

17:30 End of the Grid Conference 
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