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Why are we here?

§ To see whether TSOs are meeting current legislative 
requirements that are severely deficient? OR trying to 
take real steps forward to improve transparency? 

§ We have reviewed the ERGEG transparency monitoring 
report….a very thorough job BUT it does not tell a pretty 
story:

§Basic ‘services’ not being provided

§Significant non-implementation of existing requirements

§Inconsistent levels of transparency across TSOs

§Less than 3 a significant barrier
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Services offered by TSOs

These are not ‘gold plated’ services…failure to provide represents 
barriers to entry particularly for smaller players

§ Provision of balancing 
information more important 
than how we receive it 

§ Some good examples of online 
‘click & book’ systems…ease of 
process is crucial
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Getting capacity

§ Not bad….BUT unfortunately 
the answer is often zero or 

very little capacity

§ We don’t know if measured 
on the same basis – difficult 

to validate
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We have capacity…..but

§ Market participants need to be 
notified as soon as practicable, 
i.e. no unreasonable delay

§ Notification must be proactive

§ It must be provided to all at the 
same time

§ We need to know why and 
estimate of how long to restore

§ We need regular updates

§ We need final confirmations

Very few TSOs deliver what is needed
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Capacity utilisation

§ Monthly data not useful….very 
few TSOs provide more frequent 
data

§ We could calculate if TSOs 
publish daily flow data

We don’t know how capacity is being used



7Madrid, 22 May 2008Gas Committee

But….we don’t have daily gas flow information

There are a few good examples…..here is one

§ TSOs have this data 
readily to hand – easy to 
publish

§ Annual flow data is not 
useful – at least daily is 
needed…BUT very few 
TSOs provide this 
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A step in the right direction

Some TSOs are implementing improvements that are more in the spirit 
of the legislation
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Beginning to meet market needs

Publication of daily flow data is welcomed…other TSOs should follow suit
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It gets worse….less than 3

§ Are all requests justified?

§ Used by TSOs to block 
publication of all information on 
some points

§ No attempts to publish 
information in some other form

§ No similar ‘protection’ in the 
US!

A key barrier to transparency
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Come on regulators…

§ Quick decisions are 
necessary – not months 
delay

§ Consistent assessment 
with consultation

§ Presumption should be to 
publish

§ Mitigating solutions 
needed to ensure 
transparency not entirely 
blocked

We don’t have any real good examples…..but there are ERGEG 
guidelines!
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And even worse….as in addition to less than 3 we have

More reasons not to publish information….but who has assessed 
whether they are valid?
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Is it all doom and gloom?

§ No……we are seeing the first green shoots of progress

§ Some TSOs beginning to respond to market’s transparency needs 
BUT these are mainly focused in North-West Europe (e.g. GTS, 
GRTgaz) – there must be a level playing field across EU for 
transparency

§ There is a long way to go in order to meet what the market needs and 
to bring EU up to US levels of transparency
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Conclusions

§ Monitoring is important BUT divorced from reality if requirements 
are severely deficient in the first place

§ 4 important steps needed now:
1. Full ‘in spirit’ implementation of existing requirements – at least gives us a 

baseline
2. TSOs to respond to market’s transparency needs – all should bring forward 

action plans in consultation with market participants to improve transparency – the 
GRI could be the route to deliver

3. Commission to bring forward binding guidelines for immediate 
implementation embodying market’s needs & international best practice to 
ensure high & consistent levels of transparency 

4. Stop using less than 3 as an excuse….but if you must, all regulators must 
formally adopt existing ERGEG guidance to improve 
process/speed/consistency of decisions


