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General Comments 
IFIEC Europe and CEFIC represent the interests of industrial energy users in Europe for whom 
energy is a significant component of production costs and a key factor of competitiveness in their 
activities, both in Europe and throughout the world.  
 
Please find below our responses to the questionnaire posed for this ACER consultation. 
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1. Scope and application, implementation (Chapter 1 of the Framework Guidelines) 
1.1 Harmonization level 
CEFIC & IFIEC find it important to include IPs and where appropriate points connecting TSO’s 
systems to the ones of DSOs, SSOs and LSOs (answer b). 
 
1.2 Level of harmonization 
CEFIC & IFIEC propose harmonization with built-in contingencies (answer b). 
 
1.3 Harmonization of issues 
CEFIC & IFIEC would like to propose full harmonization for Units, Data Exchange and Capacity 
Calculation. Only partial harmonization is adequate for IAs, Gas Quality and Odorisation. Please see 
table below for confirmation. 
 
 IAs Units Gas Quality Odorisation Data 

Exchange 
Capacity 

Calculation 
Full 
Harmonization   

  
  

Partial 
Harmonization  

 
  

  

Business as 
usual 

      

 
1.4 Additional measures 
See our answers in chapter 4 (Gas Quality). 
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2. Interconnection Agreements (IA) 
2.1 Common template and Standard IA 
We are uncertain as to whether a common template and a standard Interconnection Agreement will 
alone solve the problems as highlighted. There should therefore be room for additional and different 
measures, to be worked out in the Network Codes (answers d and e). 
 
2.2 Dispute settlement procedure 
CEFIC & IFIEC are in favor of the proposed dispute settlement procedures (answer a). 
 
2.3 Stronger NRA involvement 
CEFIC & IFIEC believe that stronger NRA involvement would not be necessary if there is adequate 
harmonization of EU-rules. We do not see the case for stronger NRA involvement at this time (answer 
b). 
 
3. Harmonization of Units 
3.1 Need for harmonization of units 
CEFIC & IFIEC believe there is a need for harmonization of units as an incentive for cross border 
trade (answer a). However the decision should take into account any cost benefit analysis, for 
example there is clear benefit in Eastern Europe however units do not currently act as a barrier for 
gas trading in the mature markets of North West Europe.  
 
3.2 Added value 
The added value of harmonizing units for energy (MWh), pressure (bar), volume (m3) and gross 
calorific value is both in technical and commercial communication (answer c). 
 
3.3 Other units 
Other units of value could be the gas day and gas quality application parameters (MN, PE), again 
depending on any cost benefit analysis. 
 
4. Gas Quality 
4.1 Assessment of the present proposal:  
“For its implementation by the TSOs, the Network Code shall foresee that the TSOs shall comply with 
its requirements within 18 months after its adoption, unless otherwise specified elsewhere in these 
guidelines. Such compliance includes the adaptation of existing contracts and agreements”.  
 
CEFIC & IFIEC are fully supportive of the measures as set out on gas quality in the draft Framework 
Guideline. However, there is concern that the period for implementing these measures - as a 
consequence of any change in gas quality - is too short. These same concerns are also related to the 
obligation on each TSO to prepare a report within three months after the adoption of the Network 
Code, especially as this process will involve the consulting of market participants, and submissions to 
ENTSOG, the NRAs and the Agency. In reference to the many uncertainties as far as the 
consequences of changing gas qualities are concerned, CEFIC & IFIEC expects that it is extremely 
ambitious that such a report will contain the required detail to allow full compliance with the Network 
Code. 
 
4.2 Technically viable solution to gas quality issues that is financially reasonable  
Answer e. other options 
CEFIC and IFIEC would like to emphasize the preference for gas quality solutions that start by 
reviewing the compatibility of the equipment and appliances of end users - these are the only 
solutions which will be technically and financially sound. As in most other gas regions in the world, 
gas quality should be user led, not supplier led and certainly not politically led. 
 
CEFIC and IFIEC agree that in the future, measures will be needed to avoid gas quality constraints 
becoming a barrier to gas trade within Europe and also imported gas from non EU countries. In 
contrast to the draft Framework Guidelines, CEFIC & IFIEC do not agree that these measures shall 
only be aimed at implementing a European gas standard that facilitates the free flow of gas 
throughout the Union. CEFIC & IFIEC would like to underline that free trade will not automatically be 
jeopardized in cases of different gas quality specifications flowing across borders. Even in countries 
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with different physical gas qualities, one common liquid market can be viable1. The creation of one 
harmonized quality regime for all gas applications in Europe is neither realistic nor necessary.  
 
CEFIC & IFIEC agree that the implementation of a standard gas quality shall address specific 
characteristics of local conditions. As long as Member States are granted the flexibility to design their 
own approaches to implement the gas quality standard in a pace and a fashion that is most suitable 
to local conditions. However CEFIC & IFIEC would like to express concern about the future level 
playing field throughout Europe, especially if there are cases of significant divergence of Member 
States individual policies. The Framework Guidelines must include a condition that Member States 
should not be allowed to choose any options that lead to discrimination, cross-subsidization and 
distortion of competition.  
 
The roadmap mentioned by ACER, emphasizes that changes in gas quality that are being received 
by consumers are likely to occur more often and more suddenly. It is also mentioned that it is 
important to enable (generally industrial) users to deal with such situations or, where they are unable 
to, to protect them (generally domestic users) from sudden variations. One of the proposed 
instruments is to provide industrial customers and power plant operators with relevant real time 
information about changes in gas quality in the system, in order for them to take necessary steps to 
adjust their equipment. CEFIC & IFIEC welcomes the proposal of publishing the quality of the gasses 
that are injected in the grid by the TSOs. However this information is insufficient for the structural 
measures that need to be taken. 
 
Moreover CEFIC & IFIEC like to stress that gas quality is more than Wobbe Index. The composition 
of the gas quality is crucial for the safety, environmental performance and efficiency of the equipment. 
The current legislation is insufficient and needs to be extended with application parameters, not only 
in the interest of the operation of the equipment of end-users, but also to prevent gas producers 
supplying gasses with various undesirable ingredients. 
 
5. Odorisation  
Odorisation is an issue for the tradability of gas in a number of Member States.  
 
6. Data exchange 
6.1 Sufficiency of proposed measures 
IFIEC & CEFIC have no comments on the sufficiency of the proposed measures. 
 
6.2 Data exchange definition 
CEFIC & IFIEC believe that the data exchange should define both format and content regarding the 
mentioned parameters (capacity, flow, pressure, quality parameters) (answer b). 
 
6.3 Handbook 
CEFIC & IFIEC think that a handbook of voluntary rules presents too much room for deviation from a 
common set of harmonized rules. 
 
7. Capacity calculation 
Capacity calculation should not be a part of the Framework Guideline on Interoperability. For a 
consistent and transparent legislation including its network codes, it should be part of Capacity 
Allocation Management.  
 
8. Cross border cooperation 
IFIEC & CEFIC have no comments on cross border cooperation. 
 
9. Further comments 
At this moment CEFIC & IFIEC do not have any further comments other than those already 
expressed in this consultation response. 
 
 
                                                      
1 In the Netherlands, one liquid TTF-market exists for physical infrastructure which in reality hosts four 
different gas qualities (H, G, G+, L). This market is supported by the TSO Gastransportservices via 
blending and injection of nitrogen. The conversion costs are socialized over all grid users.  


