Konzultace k ¢esko-rakouské trzni integraci trhu s plynem

Subject

l. General remarks

AGGM

As the distribution area manager of the Eastern market area (Austria), AGGM Austrian Gas Grid Management AG (AGGM) welcomes the idea of a closer connection and link between
the two market areas by means of TRU. AGGM would expect an increase of liquidity in both market areas, and by that an improvement of competition, supply security and efficient
system utilization.

CEGH

CEGH welcomes the possibility to provide feedback on the consultation on the integration of the gas markets of Czech Republic and Austria and has the following general remarks:

Against the background of the updated Gas Target Model (GTM 2), measures to improve the framework conditions for traded gas markets in the CEE region are welcomed. In particular
the preliminary evaluations done in the course of the development of the GTM 2 have shown that it is important to increase the level of gas market integration in the region.

For the further development, Austrian and CEE gas markets require appropriate connectivity to neighboring markets to enhance cross border gas trading and also security of supply.

CEGH is supporting the concept of a trading region comprising of Austria and its neighboring countries (CEE region), whereby the instruments / tools for implementation of a trading
region have to be carefully selected to be suitable to foster the stability and liquidity of traded gas markets and hubs.

The Austrian Virtual Trading Point (VTP) that is operated by CEGH, with its recognized liquidity, is a trading location that can facilitate the further development of the envisaged trading
region, provided that framework conditions, (inter)connections and capacity products are meeting the requirements of gas market participants.

Na zékladé vyzvy Energetického regulaéniho tGfadu ze dne 30. bfezna 2016 k vefejné konzultaci tykajici se integrace plynarenskych trhi v Ceské republice a Rakousku, zasilame
nasledujici stanovisko Skupiny CEZ k dané problematice.

Skupina CEZ urcité podporuje veskeré smysluplné snahy vedouci k trini integraci na trhu s plynem v EU, ktera by ved|la ke splynuti trhi nebo zavedeni funkéniho obchodniho regionu.
Zhodnoceni opcniho produktu TRU na zakladé predloZzeného konzultacniho dokumentu je vsak vcelku obtizné. Konzultacni dokument bohuZel obsahuje pouze zakladni informace, vici
kterym v zdsadé nelze uplatnit pfilis konkrétni pfipominky. Bylo by vhodné, pokud by regulatofi a TSO v dokumentu uvedli své cile a o¢ekavani, jaké kapacity ocekdavaji, Ze budou takto
vyuZity, jaké je predpokladané zakladni ocenéni nové nabizeného produktu, jak produkt TRU odpovida pravidl@im stavajici pravni Gpravy CR (energeticky zdkon) a EU (pfimo
aplikovatelné nafizeni REMIT atd.) apod.

¢ps

We support further cross-border market integration within the CEE region, where the proposed option could eventually enhance competition in this region and increase the market
liquidity and could also be seen as the first step on the way to the creating a trading region in the future and to the phased implementation of the on-going cross-border market
integration project (i.e. the CEETR project covering Austria, the Slovak and Czech Republic).

So far the CEETR project comprises also the Slovak Republic, we encourage NRAs/TSOs to involve the Slovak Republic or Slovak NRA/TSO respectively, into the on-going consultation
process in order to ensure consistency with the proposed cross-border market integration project (CEETR project). Furthermore when taking into account cross-border interconnection
capacities between the Czech Republic and Austria, where there are no direct connections (with significant physical gas flows) these two countries are only connected through the
Slovak Republic. We consider the involvement of the Slovak Republic in this consultation process as a prerequisite for the well-functioning implementation of the proposed option.
Another option is to focus on the cooperation also with Germany as implied in the proposal for a regulation repealing Regulation (EU) No 994/2010 concerning measures to safeguard
security of gas supply (region Central-East: Czech Republic, Germany, Poland and Slovakia).

To fully exploit the potential of the TRU service, it would be beneficial to have a TRU option offered directly at a virtual trading point. The concept proposed allows the TRU option to be
added only to a booking of an entry capacity and thus limiting potential benefits of this additional service for specific situations only. A product offered directly at virtual trading point
would allow traders who purchased gas at a Czech or Austrian virtual trading point to also take advantage of the service proposed. Connecting the virtual trading points through TRU is
the key to move towards desired convergence of both markets.
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From the consultation paper it is not clear how exactly the TRU follows the existing (Czech) gas market model (e.g. the physical implementation of the project, the evaluation of
imbalances and related processes, detailed assessment of the impacts on the market, traded volumes, initial setting prices etc.). In this context, it would be appreciated to provide an
example of the usage the TRU from which it would be understandable how exactly the whole process of TRU properly use.

ECONGAS

EconGas welcomes the opportunity to participate in the consultation process regarding the envisaged market integration of the Czech and Austrian markets. Please find enclosed our
structured input regarding the TRU concept.

In our view the consultation document is not clear enough to assess the TRU concept and its functional enhancement to the gas markets involved and the trading region. In
particular, the following components are missing to assess the potential of TRU:

No indication about the volumes/capacity that can potentially access the one or the other market via TRU.

Also related to the physical feasibility, it is not explained how firm flows can be guaranteed between the AT and CZ markets

The pricing or price methodology of TRU should at least have been indicated in the course of this consultation. Without indicative prices for TRU, it is not possible to accurately
assess the potential market interest in this option.

EFET

EFET welcomes the opportunity to respond to the above consultation. In general, EFET believes that market mergers should be driven by market demand for example where there is a
high degree of existing interconnection, and not by regulatory determination, unless there is a strong economic case. The documentation provided however does not give sufficient
information for EFET to understand the proposed model, its possible impacts on the market, and further the operational processes necessary to facilitate the TRU Option product. Nor
do we believe that the economic case has been clearly made. Until such time as this information is made available we reserve judgement on whether we support the product and on
any impact it may have for liquidity and market integration.
We would like to stress the following three main points concerning implementation of the TRU Option product:
It should not increase the costs for market participants in general in Austria or the Czech Republic, either directly or indirectly; as far as we interpret the planned product. It is a
product that would involve a swap of gas between both markets and as such could be offered in principle by every market participant at competitive costs. We therefore think that
it should not be part of the regulated business of either of the concerned TSOs but should — if at all — be set up as a private undertaking.

Market participants should remain primarily responsible for balancing the Austrian and Czech market areas and the TRU Option product should not force TSOs to deviate away from
the balancing merit order set out in Regulation 312/2014 (i.e. through greater use of locational products and balancing services);
Cross-border capacity availability and utilization at Austrian and Czech borders should not be adversely impacted.

Energie

As there is no physical connection between the gas market areas of Austria und Czech Republic we cannot identify the benefits of the TRU Model. Upgrading Integration with the
German market would make more sense. Austria has already one market

area which is connected with Germany. Market Integration with Czech Republic cannot meet the target of enhancing the liquidity of the CEGH gas hub. In general market Integration
should be in line with the guidelines of security of supply and not be considered completely separate.

Engie

ENGIE is supporting market integration and the fostering of liquidity in European markets, and as such ENGIE is appreciating any proposal to connect European markets with innovative
products. However, given the lack of precise information about the Trading Region Upgrade (TRU) (the actions taken by the TSOs to provide it, its cost and the impacts it might have on
the market), ENGIE cannot have a definitive opinion on this project and proposes a second consultation to be organized later, with more detailed information.

eustream

Ackoliv povaZujeme ideu trini integrace trh(i s plynem v Ceské republice (CR) a Rakousku (AT) za pozitivni a zajimavou myslenku, z ptedlozeného materidlu se domnivame, Ze
predmétem konzultace je jen jeji implementace a e samotna analyza pfinost integrace pro CR a AT (jako vlddou podporovany projekt) nebyla verejné prezentovana. Za tcelem
komplexniho posouzeni Zivotaschopnosti uvedeného projektu by proto bylo vhodné, aby autofi konceptu zpfistupnili detailni analyzu nakladd, vynos( a benefitd viech dotcenych stran,
jakoz i cilové parametry integrace.

PredloZeny dokument na strané jedné naznacuje, Ze model integrace trhi nepocita s vyznamnou investici, tj. ani s realizaci projektu BACI, na strané druhé ale material projekt explicitné
nezavrhuje a ani neuvadi konkrétni zpUsob realizace modelu integrace.
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At the moment there are many open and/or unclear issues in respect of the new model thus a final evaluation is not possible at this stage. However it seems to be clear that, especially
referring to the storage market, there Registriert beim is a high potential of creating market distortions and negative impacts to a market that is already under pressure.

OTE

Vitdme moznost naseho zapojeni do diskuse na toto téma a to predevsim z dlivodu ocekavanych cilll integrace trhi s plynem, kterymi jsou konkrétni mozné prinosy pro konecné
zakazniky a obecné posileni likvidity na plynarenskych obchodnich uzlech (hubech). Domnivame se, Ze vzhledem k aktivnimu zapojeni nasi spole¢nosti do integracnich projektd na trhu s
elektfinou, mdme dostatek zkuSenosti a moznosti tomuto projektu vyznamné pomoci.

Prezentovany material vnimame jako zacatek diskusi o moznych pfistupech k integraci trhu s plynem, kdy prezentovana varianta je jednou z variant v souladu s Gas Target Model.
Vzhledem k zdvaZnosti tématu a moznému dopadu na trh s plynem nejen v CR, ale i ve stiedoevropském regionu, se domnivame, Ze konzultaéni material je vhodnym zakladem, ktery je
potfebné doplnit popisem moznych dopadd prezentovaného feseni a vyhodnotit prinosy a negativa pro trh s plynem v CR. Proto nyni predkladame, v souladu s konzultaénim
dokumentem - Kapitola 6, ¢ast |., tyto ,,obecné pozndmky" k prezentovanému zaméru:

PPAS

Spoleénost Prazska plynarenska, a.s. obecné pIné podporuje dalsi integraci plynarenského trhu CR s ostatnimi trhy, a tedy i naplnéni cilového modelu trhu ACER (Gas Target Model). Za
jediny funkéni model povaZzujeme integraci splynutim trh(i nebo zavedenim funkéniho obchodniho regionu (str. 4 konzultaéniho dokumentu), kdy teprve neexistence sjednavani
prepravni kapacity vede k jednotné cené v ramci dané oblasti. Hlavni prekazku zavedeni takového modelu vidime v nedostatku prepravnich kapacit a zejména nutnou shodu v alokaci
nakladd mezi dotCenymi provozovateli pfepravnich soustav (idealné jejich vybér prostfednictvim distribuénich tarif u zakaznik).

Jako velmi dulezity krok, na ktery je potfeba se zamé&rit, chapeme pozadavky Narizeni Komise ¢. 984/2013, kterym se zavadi kodex sité pro mechanismy pridélovani kapacity v
plynarenskych prepravnich soustavach (dale jako NC CAM), a to zejména:
« navys$ovani vyse koordinované prepravni kapacity spolupraci dotéenych provozovateld prepravnich soustav podle €l. 6 NC CAM,
e a zejména vytvareni virtudlnich propojovacich bod@ u dvou sousednich vstupné-vystupnich systém( podle Cl. 19 odst. 9 NC CAM (v CR se tyka zejména uzlu HSK-Brandov, z
némecké strany pak uzlu Waidhaus).

SVSE

Sdruzeni velkych spotfebitelll energie je zastancem dalsi integrace evropského trhu s plynem s cilem vytvoreni jednotného trhu v souladu se strategii EU (Gas Target Model). Z pohledu
zékaznikl je smysluplna zejména plna integrace trha, kdy realné bude 1 trh s 1 trzni z6nou. Obavame se, Ze dosazeni tohoto cile je za stavajiciho stavu infrastruktury (neexistence
pfimého propojeni s Rakouskem) na zékladé predloZzeného modelu nemozné.
vys$Simi cenami.
V soucasné dobé se obchoduje plyn pro zékazniky v CR obecné pomoci produkt(i navazanych na ceny plynu v Némecku v zéné NCG, pFipadné GASPOOL. Proto povaZujeme za prinosnéjsi
integraci Ceského trhu s plynem s trhem némeckym, cozZ Ize podpofit nasledujicimi argumenty;

Existuje dostatecna kapacita propojeni.

Mezi trhy nejsou zasadni cenové rozdily.

Sjednoceni umozni i sjednoceni némeckého trhu NCG a GASPOOL.
Podle naseho nazoru jde predlozeny model nespravnym smérem. Doporucujeme navrhovany model pozastavit pfipadné zcela opustit a zaméfit se na vySe uvedené. A az nasledné

uvazovat o integraci s Rakouskem.

UNIPER

Any efforts to further integrate markets are welcomed. We also understand that the model intends to “increase the attractiveness of the storages in Austria and the Czech Republic”
(page 10). Therefor we want to fully understand the model in context of using storage capacities in the respective other market. Based on our experiences with a storage infrastructure
that integrates two markets, transportation costs play an important role. With the BEATE rules introduced recently on the German side the use of storage capacity to integrate markets
was made less attractive and therefor contradicts the intention of market integration. Therefore the practical booking procedures and costs of this TRU service are essential to evaluate
the possible benefits of this model. For storage connections points we see several questions to be further analyzed in this model.

Anonym.
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Il. Specific inputs
. Reference to
Subject X . iee ..
consultation Comment, question, etc. Justification
document

AGGM Page 5, last sentence | The auction of yearly capacity this year took place March, 7th See auction calender published on PRISMA platform and ENTSOG Homepage.
of first paragraph: 2016. We would therefore expect, that the yearly auction next
Start of TRU service: year most probably takes place in March 2017.
annual yearly
capacity auction in
July 2017 for use
from 1 October 2017

CEGH | Please refer to item | and IIl.

CEz | S ohledem na obecnost a nekonkrétnost dokumentu neuplatiiujeme konkrétni pfipominky k jednotlivym boddm textu.

¢ps p.7-8; TRU So far TRU might be allocated at any entry point, we miss further TRU will be allocated via the PRISMA platform. Currently PRISMA allocates gas capacity
flexibility/allocation information on TRU allocation in case of other than at IPs.

interconnection points (IPs).
p. 9-10; E. Proposed We encourage NRAs/TSOs to publish at least a rough estimation of | Shippers need more detailed information on price of this service against which they
F. TRU impacts, costs | price for TRU option/service. could roughly evaluate their expectations on costs related to the proposed TRU option
and benefits (service).
ECONGAS| The document does not at all specify whether TRU is a bi-directional (AT<->CZ) option, or whether two uni-directional options (AT->CZ + CZ->AT) can be purchased. In other words: Is it

intended to sell two products, one to access the Austrian VTP via Czech Republic (“TRU AT”) and one to access the Czech VTP (“TRU CZ”) via Austria (consequently two TRU coins are
offered), or is it intended to sell only one TRU coin to access the respective other country?

The marketing and product characteristics of TRU need to be specified in detail.
It is unclear who exactly will offer TRU. We assume it will be individual TSOs, but is not mentioned in the document.
Can TRU also be used in combination with TAG capacity (since TAG is not mentioned in the document)?
Product runtimes of TRU are missing (Is it only a day-ahead option or even for longer periods?)
The timing of the TRU auctions should be clarified. We assume TRU is sold in the second bidding window.
As well, it is not defined whether TRU can also be bought without holding the required entry capacity in the first place.
The document lacks a clarification as to which capacity rights enable to purchase and use TRU. Is a primary transportation contract needed, or is it sufficient to have capacity
allocated at an entry point? (for instance usage rights purchased on the secondary market).
Does TRU fall under the regulations defined in the “CMP Annex”? (can it be surrendered, will mechanisms such as DA UIOLI, LT UIOLI etc. apply?)
Can TRU be traded on the secondary market?

Technical feasibility to maintain firm TRU quality.
As also stated in the document, no firm capacity is existing to connect Austria and Czech Republic. The consultation material does in no way explain how the Czech and Austrian
TSO(s) can guarantee firm shipments between the two trading hubs.
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Notwithstanding the previous bullet point, it would have been necessary to indicate to which extent (in kWh/h) TRU is considered to be offered.

EFET

We would add the following comments, which we believe would also deserve further discussion:

We assume the TRU Option product will exist as a standalone product which can be added to standard capacity products allocated via PRISMA, not as a capacity product in its
own right which would be allocated via PRISMA in competition with standard capacity products. However, if our assumption is not correct the creation of a virtual capacity
product and its marketing on PRISMA raises questions about whether traders who create virtual capacity products (e.g. through basis swaps) may also market these products on

the capacity platforms in competition with physical products, or on what grounds they would be excluded.
As indicated above, we would welcome further information on how a CZ-AT capacity product is to be operated in the absence of physical interconnection. For a product to be

physically firm, it may be necessary to hold interconnecting capacity in German or Slovakian systems, but it is not clear who will hold this capacity, whether a TSO would need to

be enabled to be a shipper in another system or a special third party would need to be created.
EFET has previously expressed concern over the implementation of Dayahead Use-it-or-lose-it above its preferred capacity product using Overselling and Buy Back. While we

strongly support the stated intent to implement and apply EU network codes in the same manner (and we hope that this will happen increasingly across different transportation
systems in any case), we would not want to see further export of DAUIOLI, Conditional Firm or differentiated (discounted) transit products.

The higher degree of existing interconnection and price correlation between Czech Republic and Germany suggests that the Czech virtual trading point may more readily be a
satellite of a North West European pricing zone, and any cost benefit analysis of combining with the Austrian market should be compared to this as a counterfactual.

In conclusion we would like to stress the importance for any initiative in this regard to come with a degree of transparency that would allow market participants to understand the
technical, operational and commercial provisions behind it, bearing in mind the Austrian and Czech market areas are not physically connected. Explaining how TSOs will manage the
TRU Option product is equally important as describing how shippers could use it, in order to understand all possible consequences following its introduction.

Energie

Engie

On TRU idea (point
D, page 6)

Our understanding of the added value of the TRU (compared to the current situation where each shipper wanting to go from one market to another buys the
capacity themselves) is that GCA and Net4Gas will pool shipper’s nominations in opposite directions (they will net the flows AT >CZ and CZ > AT), and buy the
resultant needed capacity either in Germany or in Slovakia. Do you confirm this understanding ?

If so : How much pooling is expected ? How will it be able to anticipate the expected pooling (in order to establish the TRU tariff in advance) ?

o Will GCA and Net4Gas be active on the capacity market in Germany/Slovakia as regular shippers, or will they have a specific status ?

On TRU cost (point F,
page 10)

What is the expected cost of the service ?
Will GCA and Net4Gas be allowed to earn a margin with this service ?
If not, what will the revenue deriving from the sale of TRU become ?

On TRU impact on
tariffs (page 10)

On TRU impact on tariffs (page 10) : ENGIE strongly stresses that this service must be and stay a pure market based service, as proposed, without any cross-
subsidy effect on other entry and exit points.

Stranka 5z 17




eustream

Integrace trhu — Cile
a Cilovy model
plynarenského trhu
(ACER)

V této Casti dokumentu je uvedeno: ,,Obecné Ize integraci trhli s
plynem chapat jako proces vyvoje a realizace opatfeni, ktera
podporuji konkurenci mezi riznymi zdroji plynu, posiluji likviditu
na plynarenskych obchodnich uzlech (hubech) a méla by vést ke
snizovani cen plynu i rozdild mezi cenami plynu mezi obchodnimi
uzly v rznych oblastech evropského plynarenského trhu.” a k
projektu BACI: ,,Diky své funkci trzniho propojeni byl tento projekt
schvalen jako projekt spolec¢ného zajmu (PCl) zafazeny do 1.
seznamu PCl i do aktualizovaného 2. seznamu PCL.“ K uvedenému
vsak chybi konkrétni analyza a také zminka, Ze model trhové
integrace CR a AT mGze byt pIné pokryta prostfednictvim kapacity
nabizené spolecnosti eustream, a. s..

Domnivame se, Ze soucasti projektu je projekce snizeni cen plynu. Diskutovany jsou
jednotlivé modely, absentuje vsak jakakoliv analyza. Dokument také neuvadi, zda a
jakym zpUsobem byla zvaZena a analyzovdana moZnost trhové integrace s Némeckym
trhem, ktery je primarnim z pohledu cenotvorby.

Projekt BACI ve své funkci trzniho propojeni miZe byt jednoznacné nahrazen existujicimi
nabidkami ze strany spolecnosti eustream, a.s. Je ale dullezité, aby funkce projektu BACI
nebyla zneuZita a v pfipadé, Ze by mél plnit jakékoliv jiné tranzitni funkce, nemél by byt z
naseho hlediska posuzovan jako PCl projekt.

Mozné modely
integrace
rakouského a
Ceského
plynarenského trhu

V této Casti se uvadi, Ze pracovni skupina se rozhodla pro model
tzv. malé integrace trh(i CR a AT s od(ivodnénim, Ze integrace
splynutim trhi nebo zavedenim funkcniho obchodniho regionu by
si vzhledem k podstatnym tranzitnim funkcim obou siti vyZzadovala
zavedeni rozsahlych kapacit, coZ by vyvolalo znaéné investicni
naklady. Jsme aviak presvédéeni, e piimé propojeni trhd CR a AT,
a to v jakkoli malém rozsahu, vyZaduje znacnou investici a tim
padem model integrace pocita s nejvétsi pravdépodobnosti s
vyuZitim existujici infrastruktury sousednich statli. Uvedené
skutec¢nosti ovsem nejsou v predlozeném dokumentu Zzadnym
zpUsobem zachyceny a bylo by proto vhodné popis modelu o
uvedené skutecnosti doplnit.

Z formulaci v dokumentu neni jednoznacné jasné, jakym zplsobem
bude model malé integrace aplikovan do praxe. Otazky vyvolava
kupfikladu to, zda budou v budoucnosti vyuzivany existujici
infrastrukturni kapacity sousednich provozovatel( prepravnich siti,
a pokud ano, co je impulzem pro vystavbu pfimého ¢esko-
rakouského propojeni prostrednictvim projektu BACI v pfipadé, ze
by existujici pfepravni propojeni nebyly v plné mife vyuZity nebo
dokonce nasledné kapacitné omezeny a realizace uvedené
investice by mohla mit v disledku zaclenéni nakladi do tarifl
znaéné negativni dopad na koncové odbératele plynu v CR a AT.
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Spoleénost eustream, a.s., podporuje integraci trha s plynem v CR a AT prostiednictvim
vyuZiti existujici infrastruktury spolecnosti eustream, a.s., tj. prostfednictvim konceptu
virtuIniho propojeni CR a AT. Nase spoleénost je schopna pokryt
deklarované/pozadované kapacitni pozadavky v obou smérech. Projekt BACI se jevi jako
nadbytecny, jelikoz neodstrani potifebu vynalozit investi¢ni naklady spojené s
propojenim trhi v pfipadé realizace splynuti trhi nebo v pfipadé zavedeni funkéniho

nhchadnihn reginnn
Projekt BACI povaZujeme za neefektivni investici, kterd je kromé uvedeného v rozporu s

platnou pravni Gpravou trhu se zemnim plynem v EU, a to zejména ve smyslu povinnosti
provozovatele prepravni sité rozvijet novou infrastrukturu zplisobem, ktery je optimaini,
jak vyplyva z ¢l. 13 smérnice ¢. 2009/73/ES. Vystavba paralelni infrastruktury k
infrastrukture spole¢nosti eustream, a.s., ktera je schopna prepravit plyn z CR do AT a
naopak, je z uvedeného dlivodu neefektivni.

Realizace projektu BACI by méla navic za nasledek nutnost snizit pfepravni kapacitu ve
sméru z CR do SR v bodé Lanzhot, ktery kromé jiného predstavuje vyznamni uzel pro
zasobovani Ukrajiny, SR a dalsich statl zemnim plynem. Omezeni nebo sniZeni kapacity
ve sméru CR-SR bude mit dopad na moZnosti dodavek komodity do vychodni Evropy a
vyznamnym zp(isobem se tim snizi energeticka bezpe¢nost regionu na vychod od CR.
Soucasné dojde k zamezeni pfistupu ke zdrojim plynu ze zapadni Evropy pro potreby
Ukrajiny.




V kvétnu 2015 uskutecnily spole¢nosti GAS CONNECT AUSTRIA
GmbH a Net4Gas, s.r.o., prlizkum trhu za ucelem ziskat nazor
Ucastnikl trhu, zda by méla byt inkrementdlni kapacita nabizena v
novém propojovacim profilu nebo za pomoci nové koncepce
zohledHujici principy trzni integrace. Ugastnici trhu preferovali trini
integraci. Ve smyslu vySe uvedeného nerozumime, z jakého
dlvodu uvaZuje pracovni skupina o realizaci projektu BACI a nikoli
vyhradné o nékolika modelech trzni integrace, a to zejména v
situaci, kdy trh preferuje jiné integrani opatfeni nez novy
propojovaci profil.

Z jakého davodu nenfi soudasti trini integrace CR a AT rovné;z
systém TAG, jenz provozuje spole¢nost Trans Austria Gasleitung
GmbH?

D. Filozofie TRU

V prvni vété se uvadi, Ze filozofie TRU spociva v podpore integrace
trh mezi CR a AT za pomoci nabidky vétsiho poétu moznosti z
hlediska konektivity a bez nutnosti jednoucelové investice. Pokud
viak md byt myslenka integrace trhii CR a AT naplnéna
prostiednictvim zavedeni TRU bez nutnosti realizovat
jednoucelovou investici (BACI), z jakého dlvodu pracovni skupina o
realizaci projektu BACI uvaZzuje?

Existuji jiné ekonomicky vyhodnéjsi modely zajisténi podminek trzni integrace, nez je
investice do dalSiho plynovodného propojeni, jakym je plynovod BACI. Projekt BACI
pritom nepftinasi benefity, které by odlvodnily jeho realizaci. Projekt: (i) nedisponuje
pridanou hodnotou pro integraci trhi — tuto integraci lze uskutecnit i bez jeho realizace;
(i) nebude mit Zadny vliv na posilnéni bezpe¢nosti dodavek zemniho plynu do CR a AT;
(iii) nepfinese zménu z pohledu diversifikace zdroj& zemniho plynu v CR a AT; (iv) nebude
mit vliv na cenu komodity v CR a AT, jeliko? obé zemé v soucasnosti disponuiji
propojenimi, které kapacitné postacuji pro likvidni trhy v Némecku; a (v) nepfispéje ke
zvy$eni objemu tok( zemniho plynu v CR ani AT, ale pouze k jejich pfesmérovani z
existujici infrastruktury na novy paralelni plynovod.

F. Dopady, naklady a
pfinosy TRU

Opce TRU v testovaci fazi nema ovlivnit souc¢asnou strukturu ani
Urover prepravnich tarifdi v CR a AT. Integrace obou trh(i ma
soucasné podpofit silnéjsi konvergenci a snizovani celkové urovné
velkoobchodnich cen plynu v rdmci obou zemi. Podle
predlozeného dokumentu propojeni rakouské a ceské oblasti
plynarenského trhu posiluje postaveni téchto oblasti jako Ustfedni
plynarenské kfizovatky ve stfedni Evropé. Nabidka moznosti TRU
umoznuje prepravovat plyn mezi rakouskou trzni oblasti a ceskou
trzni oblasti, véetné dalSich pfepravnich pfilezitosti do a z
pfislusnych sousednich zemi. Opét viak absentuje detailnéjsi
analyza nakladG a benefitd integrace, jakoz i jeji dopad na findIni
spotrebitele v CR a AT.

Chybi detailni kvantifikace/analyza dopadu, nakladd a pfinost, na jejiz zakladé by bylo
mozné sluzbu TRU vyhodnotit. Obdobné absentuje struktura TRU tarify. Z predlozeného
materialu neni zjevné, jakym zplsobem by mél ¢esky a rakousky spotrebitel ziskat
vyhodu z pfidavnych tranzitnich ptilezitosti. Domnivame se, Ze pfidavné tranzitni funkce
by nemély byt pfedmétem konzultace trini integrace CR a AT, a ani podporovany
koncept nebyl timto zplsobem dosud prezentovan. Soucasné se nase spolecnost zajima,
jakym zpUsobem je zajisténo, Ze jakékoliv naklady vyplyvajici z pfidavné tranzitni funkce
by nenesl spotiebitel plynu v CR a AT.
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oMw There are different existing transmission systems related to Gas Storage in both countries which will cause serious problems. For instance there is uncertainty regarding
legal responsibilities - who is able/responsible to buy the transport capacity,

tariff and structure

type of available transmission capacity for Storage Users;

SOS — the obligation in CZ would not work in AUT due to the missing firm transport capacity

Those significant differences bear the risk that after linking the markets with the TRU option there are either severe market distortions or that the Austrian system will have to be
changed leading to negative impact and higher costs for the Austrian storage customers.

The presented TRU model is designed to “work’ within the transmission system of both countries. In Austria the majority of gas storage facilities are located in the distribution area,
only some in the transmission system, whereas in CZ the storage facilities are located within the Transmission System. This would lead to different processes and at least to an unequal
treatment of the storage operators in Austria which contradicts the existing system according the Austrian Natural Gas Act.

Currently a new Security of Supply Regulation is in the process of being set up on European level. There is the danger that there are contradictions with the planned market linking
which might increase complexity with negative market impacts.

Due to the many open issues which potentially have severe market impacts an implementation with 2017 seems to be very ambitious and involves the danger of an unready system.
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OTE

Kapitola G, Cést I,
Obecné pripominky
k prezentovanému
zaméru

V konzultaénim dokumentu chybi instituciondlni zasazeni TRU do existujiciho modelu trhu s plynem v CR a to zvlasté v oblasti odpovédnosti kazdého
konkrétniho tcastnika trhu {obchodnici, TSO, operator trhu). Upozorifiujeme na skutecnost, Ze podle energetického zakona provadi obchodni vyhodnoceni a
vyporadani odchylek na Gizemi CR operator trhu. Skuteéné je podminkou pro uZivatele TRU nutna registrace jen u GCA/N4G a nebude nutnd za Gcelem
vyhodnoceni odchylek registrace uZivatele TRU i u OTE? Postraddme téZ analyzu dopadti na navazné procesy na trhu s plynem v CR (mechanismus finanéniho
zajisténi obchodnikl na trhu s plynem, na zasilani nominaci a alokaci pro vyhodnoceni odchylek, systémova podpora na strané komunikace OTE-NET4GAS,
finanéni dopady, pfistup k Virtudlnimu obchodnimu bodu v CR atd.).

¢ z prezentovaného materidlu nam neni srozumitelné, jak bude tento projekt podporovat snizovani celkové urovné velkoobchodnich cen plynu, zejména s
ohledem na cenovou korelaci cen plynu v €R k cendm v Némecku, na rozdil od cen v Rakousku.

* Jednd se opravdu o integraci trh(l ve smyslu trzniho propojeni nebo o cestu jak vice zefektivnit alokaci pfepravnich kapacit? V této souvislosti chybi
analyza dopadu na dostupné piepravni kapacity pro CR, zejména zda timto projektem nedojde k jejich snizeni.

* Postradame detailné&jsi technické feseni propojeni ¢esko-rakouského trhu s plynem, zejména z dlivodu chybéjiciho pfepravniho fyzického plynovodu,
ktery by integrované oblasti propojil. Domnivame se proto, Ze by bylo vhodné detailnéji rozpracovat a vyhodnotit také variantu spoluprace se zahrnutim
Slovenské obchodni zény nejen z divodu fyzického propojeni ¢esko- rakouského trhu s plynem, ale i z dlivodu posileni efekt(, které se pro Gcéastniky trhu a
konecné zakazniky s touto integraci ocekavaji, pfipadné variantu, kde by byly zahrnuty zemé funkéniho regionu Stfedovychod, dle novely nafizeni 994/2010
(SoS). Jen touto cestou dojde, dle naseho nazoru, k naplnéni cile zavedeni funkéniho obchodniho regionu (nejrozsahlejsi podobé Integrace), tak jak ji
definuje Gas Target Model a i k efektivnéjsi alokaci investovanych nakladd na integracni projekty.

Radi bychom zdUraznili, Ze vitdme diskusi o integracnich projektech. Operator trhu nabizi pro podporu a dalsi pfipadnou diskusi nejen nad timto
prezentovanym resenim, ale obecné nad jakymkoli jinym konceptem integrace trhi s plynem, vyuzZiti svych mnohaletych zkusenosti s integracnimi projekty v
elektroenergetice. Tyto zkusenosti mj. ukazuji, Ze pro integracni snahy je nezbytné do projektu kromé Instituci statni spravy a provozovatel(l pfepravnich
soustav zahrnout také operatory trhu/organizatory trznich mist v jednotlivych zemich. Jen tak lze, dle naseho nazoru, dosdhnout plné trini Integrace.
Konkrétné nabizime spolupraci na dopracovani dokumentu ve smyslu detailniho popisu roli jednotlivych subjekt(, komunikacénich tok( atd. Za uéelem dosaZzeni
plné trini integrace trhu s plynem je vhodné zahrnout také Operatorem trhu organizovany vnitrodenni trh s plynem. V ramci zapojeni operatora trhu lze také
analyzovat miru potencidlniho vyuZiti stavajicich a nové vyvijenych IT systému a obchodnich platforem pouZivanych pro integraci organizovanych dennich a
vhitrodennich trhl s elektfinou. Teprve nasledné Ize kvalifikované vyhodnotit a zpracovat konkrétni vstupy k jednotlivym ¢astem konzultaéniho dokumentu, jak
je predkladano v kapitole G, ¢asti Il. Konzultaéniho dokumentu.
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PPAS

Spole¢nost Prazska plynarenska, a.s. neshleddva predlozeny konzultaéni dokument jako dostateény a srozumitelny pro posouzeni moznych dopadd na trhy v CR a Rakousku. Rovné?
neshledavame cestu pomoci opce TRU mezi ¢eskym a rakouskym trhem jako dostatecnou pro propojeni trhi. Nas nazor vychazi z nasledujicich divodd, které dale rozebereme:

* Logika a postup integrace trh(i z pohledu CR,

* Soulad s legislativou — energeticky zakon, NC CAM, NC TAR (navrh)

* Nedostatecné vysvétleni principu TRU opce, jejiho fyzického zajisténi (potfebnych kapacit), cen, analyza dopadu na trh

» Dostatecnost kapacit

1) Logika a postup integrace trha z pohledu CR
Spoleénost Prazska plynarenska, a.s. nepovaZuje za vhodny postup, kdy je Ceska republika nejprve trzné integrovana s Rakouskem. Jedna se sice o dva sousedni staty, ale bez pfimého
fyzického propojeni a s relativné velkym rozdilem trznich cen.

Fyzické propojeni je tak mozné pouze pres Slovensko, ptipadné Némecko (vzhledem k stavu
kapacit je tato cesta spiSe nerealnd). Neni nam zfejmé proc ani jedna z téchto zemi neni predmétem konzultace (viz. dale).
Jak jiz bylo feceno dfive, z technickych divod( ani neni mozné provést integraci splynutim trh(, kterou povazujeme za jedinou funkéni a smysluplnou. Pouhy dodatecny produkt nefesi
existenci cenového rozdilu mezi trhy, ani nedostatek kapacit.
Podle naseho ndzoru by mélo byt vynaloZzené Usili spiSe vénovano integraci ¢eského a némeckého trhu. Existuje mezi nimi dostatecna kapacita, cenovy rozdil mezi trhy neni velky a je
zde i potencidl integrace dvou némeckych trznich zén do jedné. Rovné? by u tohoto trhu méla byt primarné splnéna virtualizace podle €l. 19 odst. 9 NC CAM.
Nasledné bude mnohem snazsi uvazovat o integraci takového jednotného trhu s rakouskym prostfednictvim Némecka.
Dalsi krok pak spise spatfujeme nejprve v plné integraci bud' slovenského a rakouského trhu nebo slovenského a ceského trhu, zde vsak vidime vice tskali vzhledem k vy$sim cenovym
rozdilim.
Teprve nasledné je moZno uvaZovat o integraci rakouského a ¢eského trhu prostrednictvim trhu slovenského.
RovnéZ je v pfipadé vystavby projektu BACI nutno zvaZit, zda alokace kapacit na obchodniky s plynem v koneéném dusledku nezabrani plné integraci obou trhd, a zda by v pfipadé
integrace nemélo byt uvaZovano o jiné alokaci naklad( na takovy projekt, pokud bude povazovan za smyslupiny.
Soulad s legislativou — energeticky zakon, NC CAM, NC TAR (navrh)
Vzhledem k nejasnému popisu opce TRU neni mozZné zcela jasné posoudit jeji soulad s legislativou. Domnivame se vsak, Ze:
se nejedna o smlouvu o prepraveé plynu, ale dodatecnou nadstavbu k smlouvé o prepravé plynu v daném vstupnim bodé s moznosti transferu na libovolny jiny bod. De facto se
takova sluzba ale jako preprava chova a pro jeji zajiSténi je zcela jisté plyn zapotiebi pfepravit. Mélo by se tedy jednat o sluzbu prepravy plynu za splnéni podminek podle §72
energetického zakona.
nabizena sluzba neni v souladu s energetickym zakonem — konkrétné §58 a §72
Neni zfejmy soulad s nafizenim NC CAM, kdy je u veskerych kapacit na kazdém vstupnim/vystupnim hrani¢nim bodé poZzadavek na alokaci aukci koordinované se sousednim
provozovatelem. Neni zfejmé, jaka kapacita bude tedy vyclenéna pro opci TRU, jak bude ocenéna, jak bude vyresena moznost jejiho presunu mezi vsemi vstupnimi body.

Neni zfejmy soulad s navrhem nafizenim NC TAR, kdy je poZadavek na vypocet tarifl na zakladé kapacity a vzdalenosti, coZ pfi moznosti prehazovat opci TRU mezi jednotlivymi
vstupnimi body nebude mozné.
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3) Nedostateéné vysvétleni principu TRU opce, jejiho fyzického zajisténi (potfebnych kapacit), cen, analyza dopadu na trh

Z dokumentu nenf jasné jakym zpGsobem je opce TRU fyzicky zaji$téna a jaky bude jeji rozsah — tedy jaky bude mit dopad na kapacity v R, Rakousku a Slovensku. Budou tyto kapacity
vyclenény ze standardnich aukci? Co se stane, pokud nebudou prodany?

Také neni zndmo ocenéni TRU opce (pocatecni do aukce).

RovnéZ nam chybi analyza dopadl na Cesky, rakousky a slovensky trh (pfipadné i némecky trh).

Z vySe uvedenych dlivodu tak prakticky neni mozné posoudit pfinosy/negativa zavedeni principu TRU opce. Bez detailniho vysvétleni a ptresnych udajd tak nepovaZzujeme za moiné
dokoncit konzultaéni proces.

Urcité budou existovat obavy, Ze by vyclenéni ¢asti kapacity pro TRU opci mohlo zpUsobit nedostatek kapacity na bodech, prostfednictvim kterych bude TRU opce fyzicky zajistovana.
Kapitoly D a F povaZujeme za zcela nedostatecné a pozadujeme jejich Upravu v souladu s nasimi vySe uvedenymi pozadavky, a zejména jejich podlozeni konkrétnimi Cisly.

4) Dostatecnost kapacit
V konzultaénim dokumentu neni dolozena dostate¢nost volné pevné piepravni kapacity pro zajisténi TRU opce. Zejména kapacita v siti spole¢nosti EUSTREAM je, zejména v trase z CR
do Rakouska, pomérné znacné zasmluvnéna, a tak nemusi byt k dispozici pro TRU opci.

SVSE

JelikoZ pfedloZeny model nepovazujeme s ohledem na vySe uvedené v této chvili za pfilis pfinosny, uvadime nase pfipominky pouze ve stru¢nosti:
* Neni jasné jak tzv. TRU opce funguje fyzicky, jakou kapacitu je readlné zajisténo propojeni, jaka ma byt jeji cena,
e Zcela postraddme konkrétni analyzu dopad( na trh (vypocty),
* Neni jasné, zda nevznikne nesoulad produktu s evropskymi predpisy resp. energetickym zakonem.
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UNIPER | Specifics of the Second bullet point on page 4 indicates a congestion free access to | For 7 Fields connected to the transmission system only interruptible capacity is available.
Austrian and Czech storage. This is currently not the case in Austria. Is it correct that Therefore access to the VTP can’t be considered as congestion free.
gas markets to be TRU will not upgrade the quality of the available transportation
considered, page 4 capacity?
in context of TRU
definition on page 7
Booking regime on In context of SCPs, who will be able to book the TRU option (SSO or | In Austria the SSO books the transportation capacity from SCP to VHP. In CZ the
page 4 (last storage customer) customer books SCPs)
sentence) and TRU Will there be a PRISMA auction also for storage connection points This is currently not the case in AT and CZ for SCPs.
allocation on page 8 (SCPs) ? Most of storage sites in AT are connected to the distributions system. It seems that
Does TRU also cover SCPs in the distribution system and who AGGM should be involved to prepare a model at the interface between the distribution
should book the TRU option in regard to physical storage capacity and transmission system.
at the Entry points in the distribution system? Transport Capacity in Austria at SCPs can only booked on yearly basis.
What will be the contract duration (daily,..) of TRU at the SCPs
TRU flexibility” on How are “virtual storage points” defined in context of the TRU All “storage pools” are located in the distribution system.
page 7 model. Storage capacity is delivered at the VTP from UGS Balancing Group to the Balancing
UST Balancing Group delivers physical storage capacities at the VTP | Group of the customer.
(AT). Does this service has access to the CZ VTP with a TRU option? Is this necessary in using an
What does a shift to any other entry point in the same
transmission system mean ?
“TRU definition” on We understand that TRU does not change the quality of the
page 7 available transport product. If the storage sites in the distribution
system get an access to TRU what will be the quality (firm/interr.)
of the so called “Standard capacity” at the VTP in CZ?
Missing evaluation In CZ only firm transport capacities are allowed in case the storage In AT and CZ different SOS regimes are in place. In contrast to AT, suppliers of protected
of effects on Security | obligation is fulfilled outside CZ. Taking into account that only customers in CZ have a storage booking obligations.
of Supply interruptible transport capacities are available at storage
connection points in Austria it is highly questionable if storage
bookings in Austria can serve as a firm storage booking in CZ.
Anonym.| Page5 The annaual yearly capacity auctions are scheduled in March.
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Ill. Summarising questions

How would you evaluate the proposed

How would you evaluate the proposed

Do you share the evaluation of
the costs and benefits of an
Austrian-Czech gas market

Do you have additional
comments or suggestions for

Subject . . . . ) 8 . ) enhancement related to the
! model for Austrian-Czech gas market services/product for Austrian-Czech gas integration provided in this )
. . . . . . Austrian-Czech gas market
integration overall? market integration overall? document in relation to the . . .
integration which you would
development of the gas markets | .
3 ) like to share?
of the Czech Repub-lic/Austria?
AGGM | AGGM has no further comments or questions but is interested in the further development of the market integration process.
CEGH The integration of the Austrian and Czech gas The indicated product range and capability of the Possible market integration The TRU project is a first step for a

market via the proposed capacity booking
mechanism could be an important and innovative
first step to open up and connect the Austrian and
the Czech gas market. The concept of TRU
capacity booking could lead to a better
understanding of the requirements of shippers
and traders in this region, without having to invest
upfront in physical infrastructure. Furthermore
the TRU project could help to gather practical
experience in establishing a closer market based
cooperation. This will enhance the cooperation
between TSOs on an operational level and also
between the regulators regarding the applicable
framework conditions.

TRU upgrade for existing capacity products will
enhance gas trading options and provide shippers
and traders with access to a larger and more
integrated gas market area.

between Austria and Czech Republic
was subject of the Trading Region
project that was supported by
CEGH. The TRU project features
important aspects of the trading
region project.

The implementation of the TRU project could also
lead to a narrowing of the gas price differential
between Austria and Czech Republic on a lasting
basis, which could result in the development of a
more leveled gas pricing in this region.

In order for the TRU upgrade to be a viable
instrument that is used by shippers and an
effective advantage, it will be necessary that the
process of booking the TRU option is simple and
takes into account the current processes at the
PRISMA platform and other relevant market
requirements (lead time for booking / day ahead
gate closure time for shift of entry points etc.).

In the event of realization of the TRU project,
stakeholders and market participants would be in
a position to quickly benefit from a market

Further decisive aspect for the success of the TRU
Project will be the cost of the offered products.
Project stakeholders should aim for a transparent
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The TRU project will in our view
contribute towards the positive
development and further regional
gas market integration. Possibly it
could serve also as a role model for
a new concept of capacity products
that could lead towards a more
integrated gas market on an even
bigger geographical scale.

merging of the gas markets but a full
integration will require an
appropriate pipeline connection
between the market areas.




integration tool that could be swiftly
implemented. Such implementation could be
done at comparably low costs ahead of the
construction of a pipeline that would require
longer lead time and additional steps.

pricing of individual products subject to the
applicable regulatory and tariff framework
conditions.

Additionally, the information collected from this
project will also help to better understand the
requirements / market demands associated with
the construction and operation of a physical
connection via pipeline. The project will
accordingly contribute to an improved
understanding and also possible efficiency gains.

CEZ

Model je v tuto chvili popsan velmi obecné, a
proto bychom uvitali detailnéjsi informace k jeho
uplatnéni pfi splynuti trh nebo zavedeni

funkéniho obchodniho regionu.
V této souvislosti je tfeba dale uvést, Ze Skupina

CEZ nepovaiuje cestu integrace ¢eského a
rakouského trhu jako prioritu, ktera by méla byt
rozvijena na ukor integrace s Némeckem a
Slovenskem. Ceska republika a Rakouskou nemaji
pfimé fyzické propojeni a trini ceny téchto dvou
statl nejsou provazany tak silné jako s vyse
uvedenymi ostatnimi sousednimi staty. Propojeni
Ceské republiky a Rakouska je prakticky mozné
pouze pres Slovensko nebo Némecko, takze se
obavame zhorseni situace propojeni s Némeckem
a Slovenskem na urok snahy integrace s
Rakouskem, coZ nepovaZujeme za pfinosné.

Opét je nutno konstatovat, ze vymezeni celého
feseni (sluzby/produkty) je prozatim velmi obecné
a je ztejmé, ze v podobé TRU se jedna o opci,
ktera je pouze doplnkem k zakladnim kapacitnim
produktim na entry bodech v systémech GCA a
N4G.

Konzultaéni dokument bohuzel
nevycisluje jakékoliv konkrétni
naklady nebo pfinosy navrhovaného
modelu, takZe se k této otazce da
tézko vyjadfit. Konkrétni pfinosy a
mira vyuZiti samoziejmé zavisi na
konkrétnich cenovych podminkach,
za kolik bude TRU k jednotlivym
kapacitnim produktiim nabizeno a
jak presné bude prodejni procedura
na PRISMA vypadat.

Systém by mél byt podstatné Iépe
popsan, zejména pokud jde o
predpokladané ocenéni v relaci k
cenam zakladnich kapacitnich
produktl. Produkt TRU je opci,
takZe z dokumentu neni viibec
zfejmé, jak povede ve svém
vysledku ke splynuti trhi nebo
zavedeni funkéniho obchodniho
regionu.
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CPS We welcome the proposed TRU option as the first | Should the proposed option encompass the We would appreciate more Besides our comments as
step towards future cross-border market Slovak market as well, we consider this market information on the estimated price mentioned above we would
integration in the CEE region. However the integration measure as an intermediate step for of the TRU option proposed and appreciate the further involvement
consultation document fails to envisage more the future cross-border market integration in CEE evaluation the impact of the of stakeholders in conjunction with
details on the technical feasibility of the proposed | region. implementation this service (i.e. discussions on the expected
option. We consider following points as main TRU option) on gas pricing in both integration process and
bottlenecks of the proposed option: markets concerned, in order to developments in CEE region.
. . . enable the shippers to further We agree with ERU and E-Control
Lack of details on potential physical . )
o o evaluate the economic benefits of that a transparent and clearly
restrictions on the provision of TRU . . . ) . .
tion/ e ie. insufficient bord this service. Information as defined legislative framework is
option/service, i.e. insufficient cross-border . . . . .
P ] . published in the consultation necessary for introduction the TRU
physical capacities between the Czech . . . .
) . ) . document is insufficient to allow the | option. However, with respect to
Republic and Austria, only connection (with . . -
. . shippers doing that. the uncertainties as stated above,
considerable physical gas flows) through the
o we take eventual current
Slovak transmission system, but the Slovak . .
o ) ) ) implementation of TRU premature
Republic is not involved in the consultation . .
y dint . " at this moment. We believe the
rocess/proposed integration option. . .
P prop & P legislation proposed change is
inadequate. Moreover there would
A lack of details at the extent/volume of TRU also be necessary to adjust the
option/service and its dependence on Energy Act and also the
quantities of commercial gas flows. compatibility with NC CAM is
Therefore we are keen to see more details on the qu.estlc.mable (for mstan.ce, 50
technical feasibility of the proposed option as well prlmarlly offers a capacity, not an
as the extension of proposed integration option to option).
the Slovak market followed by the involvement of
Slovak TSO/NRA in the consultation process.

ECONGAS| With the input provided, it is not possible to The product definition in the consultation The consultation document does We understand the need for a
evaluate the model accurately, in particular due document is unclear, as indicated in Pt.2 not include any figures indicating market consultation to assess the
to lacking information on potential volumes that the costs or benefits of the overall interest in TRU. Before any
can be swapped by the TSOs between the two proposed model. additional steps are taken, we opt
markets and the missing price indication of such for a clarification of ALL details and
service further on a second consultation.

EFET
Energie | No benefits, as there is no physical connection The products cannot help to increase the liquidity | There is no indication of costs at the

between the market areas.

at the concerned gas hubs.

moment available.
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Engie Our opinion is that this model needs further In our understanding, this service provides no added value (except for a hypothetic and
clarification. At this stage it is unclear if it will unpredictable pooling), as the cost for TRU would be very close to the capacity costs
really provide the exposed benefits. Without any between Czech Republic and Austria. Market based solutions are only possible when
physical capacities between Czech Republic and compatible with the physical constraints of the networks.
Austria, or support from German or Slovak gas
transporters, we wonder if a solution meeting the
standards for EU gas market integration is
possible.
eustream| K celkovému vyhodnoceni chybi detailni Produkt ma slouZit integraci trhll a nemél by byt S ohledem na skutecnost, ze v
kvantifikace/analyza dopadu, nakladd a pfinost zneuzivan ke kanibalizaci nastaveného systému materidlu absentuje relevantni
sluzby, na jejichz zakladé by bylo mozné tarifnich poplatkd za prepravu. Cena TRU by méla kvantifikace/analyza nakladi a
vyhodnotit ekonomické dopad trzni integrace. zohlednovat ztratu vynosl na exitujicich vstupné- pfinosl, se nelze k uvedené otdzce
Pokud takovato analyza existuje, bylo by vhodné ji | vystupnich bodech (Lanzhot/Baumgarten), aby vyjadrit. Bylo by vhodné, aby byl
uverejnit. Soucasné je potieba detailnéji nebyly pfipadné benefity integrace exportované materidl doplnén o pfislusnou cost-
specifikovat zplsob realizace trzni integrace. do jinych zemi, do nichz se plyn pfepravuje pres benefit analyzu.
tzemi CR a SR. Vyhody integrace by misto
koncovych odbératell plynu plynuly k
producentlm, resp. dodavatelim plynu.
oMw_| | | |
oTe_| | | |
Pors | | | |
SVSE | | | |
UNIPER | See answer to general remark For a final assessment of the possible benefits of SOS effects are missing in the model | Will the Titel Transfer fee at the VTP
the model the above mentioned questions shall description, See also question 5 be charged double if TRU is used ?
be further elaborated
Anonym.| Subject to the calculation of the TRU tariff, Positive The evaluation of the costs and What is the basis for the described

Subject evaluates the propose model as the right
towards a fully market integration.

benefits is heavily dependent on the
tarif for the TRU option.

TRU option offered and sold to the
market as demanded ? How will be
both TSO secure the physical
transport ?
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lll. Summarising questions

Subject
= Would you be interested in participating in a dedicated Stakeholder event on the Trading Region Upgrade?

AGGM

CEGH |CEGH would be interested in participating in a dedicated stakeholder event regarding the TRU project. In particular the impact on gas trading and Virtual Trading Points (VTPs) should also
be in scope of the project and be subject to an assessment.

Cez | Ano

éps | Yes

ECONGAS| Yes

EFET | For any question or clarification we would be very happy to engage in future conversation with you on this topic.
Energie |
Engie | If given more information to better assess the proposed service, ENGIE would like to participate in a dedicated Stakeholder event on the Trading Region Upgrade.

eustreaml Ano

oMW |

OTE |

PPAS |

SVSE |

UNIPER | Yes

Anonym. | Yes
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