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AGENDA FOR THE WORKSHOP

Status on the Baltic Pipe project
« Status DK
« Status PL

Introduction to todays topic
« (Capacity overview
« Legal basis for the discussion
« Platform overview

Workshop questions

Next steps
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BALTIC PIPE PROJECT
PROJECT OVERVIEW - DK
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LEGAL BASIS - NC CAM

« NC CAM Article 37; 2 (e):

« capacity at any single interconnection point or virtual interconnection point
shall be offered at not more than one booking platform but a transmission
system operator may offer capacity at different interconnection or virtual
interconnection points through different booking platforms.

« NC CAM Article 37; 3 (partly) - in principle applicable to existing IPs

« Within 6 months from entry into force of this Regulation all transmission
system operators shall reach a contractual agreement to use a single booking
platform to offer capacity on the two sides of their respective interconnection
points or virtual interconnection points. If no agreement is reached by the
transmission system operators within that period, the matter shall be referred

immediately by the transmission system operators to the respective national
regulatory authorities...

~_. BALTIC PIPE Co-finance d by the Connecting Europe
“ PROJECT O=F ENERGINET -

Facility of the European Union



» GRSSCO

PL>\TFORM OVERVIEW

~N
THE NORTH SEA

KEY
o=m=E
o NEW GAS PIPELINES
- - - - EXISTING GAS PIPELINES
AIEYE O COMPRESSOR STATION
o ENERGINET
NEW GAS PIPELINES
\\\\ - - - EXISTING GAS PIPELINES
OFFSHORE PIPELINE i @ ? THE BALTIC SEA O COMPRESSOR STATION
% \ - @ s OFFSHORE PIPELINE |
< ONSHORE DENMARK \o @
e
m
B P R I S M A . COMPRESSOR STATION
IN DENMARK

O

\

ONSHORE POLAND

= GSA Platform
\ v




DECISION IN QUESTION

« GAZ-SYSTEM and Energinet Gas TSO should agree on a single capacity booking
platform at the new, common IP between Poland and Denmark.

« Booking platform should be agreed, tested and working prior to the planned
auctions in July 2022.

« Capacity of other IPs of the involved TSO will continue to be auctioned on the
currently used booking platforms.

« As part of this process Energinet Gas TSO and GAZ-SYSTEM appreciate, if the
shippers are willing to assist with their input, experiences and views.
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WORKSHOP QUESTIONS

1. Has your company used one or both of the two considered platforms i.e. PRISMA or
GSA Platform and what is your company experience/view on the usage of the
platform(s)?
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WORKSHOP QUESTIONS

1. Has your company used one or both of the two considered platforms i.e. PRISMA or
GSA Platform and what is your company experience/view on the usage of the platform(s)?

2. Which criteria in terms of usage of the platform are key from your company’s point of
view and why?
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WORKSHOP QUESTIONS

1. Has your company used one or both of the two considered platforms i.e. PRISMA or
GSA Platform and what is your company experience/view on the usage of the platform(s)?

2. Which criteria in terms of usage of the platform are key from your company’s point of view
and why?

3. What is the preferred data exchange solution for capacity trading processes in
communication between your company’s back-end system and the capacity booking
platform? (Acc. to art. 21 of 10 NC there are three data exchange solutions: Interactive,
Document based, Integrated)?
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:32015R0703&from=EN
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Document based, Integrated)?
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WORKSHOP QUESTIONS

1. Has your company used one or both of the two considered platforms i.e. PRISMA or
GSA Platform and what is your company experience/view on the usage of the platform(s)?

2. Which criteria in terms of usage of the platform are key from your company’s point of view
and why?

3. What is the preferred data exchange solution for capacity trading processes in
communication between your company’s back-end system and the capacity booking
platform? (Acc. to art. 21 of IO NC there are three data exchange solutions: Interactive,
Document based, Integrated)

4. Which criteria should the two TSOs base their choice of platform on for the common IP
from your company’s point of view?

5. Which of the two platforms is the preferred platform for the allocation of capacity at
the common IP from your company’s point of view and why?
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NEXT STEPS

« Energinet Gas TSO and GAZ-SYSTEM will gather minutes from the
two workshops and forward to participants to check, if they agree
with discussion and conclusions

« Energinet Gas TSO and GAZ-SYSTEM will use comments from the
workshops as support to choose the platform for the IP between

Denmark and Poland
« The shipper voice will be an important part of the decision process
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