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*1. Contact details:
First and Last name:
Company name:
Job Title:
Will you be representing an association: (please specify)
Email:
Tel:
Country:
*2. Confidentiality:

ENTSOG reserves the right to publish all of the individual responses to the public consultation (with the exception of personal information) unless you indicate otherwise in the questionnaire. Please indicate below whether you would like the response provided to be kept confidential and be reported only in an aggregated manner
Yes, please keep my response confidential
No, my survey responses can be made available
[image: Image]
Stakeholders are invited to indicate their opinion on ENTSOG’s Capacity Conversion model.
3. Do you prefer that the binding conversion request is sent to the TSO before or after the auction of bundled capacity?
Before
After
No Preference
Please indicate the preferred maximum time period within which the conversion request has to be sent before/after the bundled capacity auction:
Please note that on a national level the chosen implementation may require a submission of the binding conversion request before the relevant auction of bundled capacity to the TSO.
4. In case you prefer in question 3) “After”, would you mind sending a non-binding conversion request before the relevant auction of bundled capacity to the TSO?
Yes
No
Please indicate any further remarks below:
5. Do you support that ENTSOG’s Capacity Conversion model suggests the application of the conversion service to annual, quarterly and monthly capacity products (in line with CAM NC Art 21.3), but further allows also the voluntary offer of the Conversion service for  daily capacity products on a national level?
Yes
No
Please indicate any further remarks below:
6. Do you agree with the content of the Conversion request message, which is sent from the Network User to the TSO?
Yes
No
What information are you missing?
7. Do you agree with the content of the Conversion confirmation message, which is sent from the TSO to the Network User?
Yes
No
What information are you missing?
8. Do you consider proposed time period for receiving the conversion service confirmation as appropriate?
Yes
No
Please provide any further remarks below:
9. Do you have further suggestions for the ENTSOG’S Capacity Conversion model?
Yes
No
[bookmark: _GoBack]Please provide any further remarks below:
Otherwise you will have to fill in the complete questionnaire once again. Thank you for your participation.
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Consultation Questions
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In order to accommodate the early introduction of the service, EFET is happy to support a simplified design, 

such as the sacrifice of capacity on an ex post basis when a network user acquires bundled capacity where 

they already hold unbundled capacity. The new bundle is to entirely replace the corresponding stranted capacity 

sacrificed. The advantages of a more complex ex ante service are considered to be limited, and do not justify a 

delayed implementation. If the benefits of an ex ante system are subsequently found to be greater, or it can be 

introduced quickly and economically, then this could be introduced later.



Regarding the preferred maximum period of time period for the conversion request, EFET believes that no longer 

than 1 day (before) under ex-ante and two days (after) under ex-post should be required for daily capacity conversions, 

since there would be little information for the TSOs to confirm under the mechanism. We do note, that this period for
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First we point out that the question is unclear.  Is the non-binding request to be mandatory, or only a voluntary indication

Our answer of "Yes" means that we do mind (i.e. we would prefer not to send a non-binding request) unless there is goo

reason to do so



We do not understand the reasons for requesting an additional, non-binding conversion requests beforehand under 

the ex-ante approach. If the underlying reasons for such approach could streamline the process for the TSOs and 

support swift implementation of the mechanism, EFET would be willing to support it. Otherwise it seems to be an additio

unnecessary operational task.  We would therefore like to ask ENTSOG to further elaborate on this point, so that 

conditionality for the service usage is not introduced if it does not add any substantial value to the process.
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The service is likely to be most useful for daily capacity on a day-ahead (and ideally within-day) basis, although this is 

not mandated in the network code. A simplified design that could speedily be extended to daily products is preferred.

We do note though, that timing is of essence in this respect and the need for daily conversions at this stage does not 

apply to all the interconnection points inside the EU. Therefore, we support the idea of voluntary service extension onto 

daily products for the sake of swift and coordinated implementation of the conversion mechanism. Furthermore, 

extending the application of Capacity Conversion Service to day-ahead and within-day capacity products will ensure 

fair treatment of all shippers and avoid any discrimination in instances when TSOs offer short-term price discounts for 

day-ahead and within-day IP capacity products.




image12.wmf


EFET notes that the conversion request message should allow for providing two different shipper numbers, in case the

unbundled capacities at both sides of a border are held by two separate legal entities of a single capital group. The 

service should be available to separate legal entities controlled by the same beneficial owner or belonging to the same 

capital group and the conversion request message needs to cover such situations.
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As for question 6, the confirmation message should allow for capacity to be held by separate legal entities from the 

same group.
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EFET believes that eight working days for issuing a confirmation is too long - given that the conversion is done for

products that were already purchased, we believe that issuance of a confirmation should happen no later than after 

one or at most two working days.  Further information is requested about what tasks must be undertaken by the TSO

that might justify a longer period.
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NRA approval of the conditions."



We do not see the reason for distinguishing capacities acquired before and after 1st November 2015 - problems caused

by mismatched capacities bought after this cut-off date are exactly the same as those purchased beforehand. 

The mechanism should allow for conversions of any mismatched capacities in pos

s

ession of the shippers.



Access to the service should be available for both primary and secondary capacity (i.e. including capacity that has been 

assigned or transferred) without additional operational complexity. There should be common procedures for these case



In order to streamline the capacity conversion process, all the communication between the TSO and the shipper in this 




image2.wmf


Pawel Lont


image3.wmf


EFET


image4.wmf


S


