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EFET Proposal & Public Consultation - Main Results

Public Consultation - FUNC issue ID 01/2020 ‘Greater flexibility to book firm capacity at IPs’
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Participant name

Anonymous participant 1
Anonymous participant 2
Anonymous participant 3
Anonymous participant 4

PRISMA European Capacity Platform GmbH
BDEW Bundesverband der Energie- und Wasserwirtschaft

Bord Gais Energy Ltd
EFET

EnBW

Eni

Equinor ASA
Europex

Interconnector UK LTD
National Grid

NATURGY
OMV Gas Marketing & Trading GmbH
RWE Supply & Trading

General overview of participants

Country
NA

NA
NA
NA

Germany
Germany

Ireland
Netherlands
Germany
Italy
Norway
Belgium

Belgium
United Kingdom

Spain
Austria

Germany
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Roles of the 17 participants
12

10

Network user Other

Other:

2 Business Associations (EFET and BDEW)
2 TSOs (IJUK and National Grid)*

1 Exchange Association (Europex)

1 Capacity Booking Platform Operator

*Some UK TSOs participated in the public consultation since, at the point in time of the
consultation, it was still unclear how Brexit would affect their membership in ENTSOG
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On the design of the current auction algorithms, ~60% found
them either highly or somewhat suitable to their current needs
and the majority (70%) indicated they do not face any specific
problems with the design of the current auction algorithms.
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icip needs’ and the majority (71%) of participants have indicated
they are facing problems with the auction calendar.
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Section 2: Questions aimed at collecting feedback on the EFET proposal

Most participants considered EFET’s proposal
to introduce more auctions for monthly,
quarterly, and vyearly capacity as an
improvement to the current rules

More auctions for yearly capacity have a bit less
support than monthly and quarterly. Monthly capacity
seems to be the most appealing capacity



participants have shown 2 strong interest for
additional runtimes as well as products in line with
commodity products. Also high\ighted that the more
runtimes, the more complex the capacity allocation
would be.

Section 3: Q i
: Questions aim i
ed at exploring other options besides the EFE
e T proposal

Offering capacity further in advance of delivery
could be desirable 1o align with commodity market
and plan further shead, but to have the opportunity
to book capacity closer to the moment of delivery
would also be desirable.



Secure Monthly auctions

More auctions for more opportunity Improve WD auctions

Take aways of public consultation and EFET requests

New runtimes (long- and short-term) Book earlier or later (closer to product start)



ANNEXES (PC and EFET verbatim)



More opportunities for arbitrage
(commodity trades and capacity booking)
Flexibility provided by runtimes of
capacity auctions will only be fully
exploited if auctions are held when
spreads prices are wide enough

Increasing the frequency of CAM auctions
with a standardised timing

More auctions for more opportunity

Supplementary uniform price allocation
(UPA) auctions, for yearly, quarterly and

Extend the offering of Yearly and Quaterly
monthly products

auctions (as the current calendar remains fairly
restrictive on a long-term basis / more flexibility to
book annual and quarterly products can be
introduced)



The ability to offer capacity more
d up auction rounds freq.uently would also help to overcome
speed 1P the issue

Secure Monthly products

Secure monthly capacity rights and avoid
undersells in case of congestions when

ACA will not result in full allocation ] . ] o
Offer interruptible capacity/over nomination once a

high level (e.g. 95%) of available capacity has been
contracted would also improve market
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Book earlier (knowing the capacity positions

further in advance is beneficial 1o the Auctions for
supply/demand balance of the market, and will place in the semonth,y Capacity t
reduce the likelihood of supply shortages order t cond O take

caused by waiting for Daily or Within Day Capacity needs) Clearer view o
opportunities N our

Book earlier or later (closer to product start)
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Change closing of first WD auction

Within-day auction improvement

WD auctions (can contribute to

Propose more
pacity booking flexibility)

enhance ca
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