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Matter/Subject Comments TSOs Response 

The Retention of 
Imbalance 
Tolerances 

AES would wish to see the introduction of a practical trading / 
balancing platform to allow Shippers the opportunity to trade 
out imbalances.  

The application of penalties would still be required to 
incentivise good practice. However, by itself, a penalty system 
is a somewhat blunt instrument.  

 

AES would again urge a comprehensive review of the current 
arrangements at Exit with a view to introducing flexible 
products for capacity booking and also to facilitate secondary 
trading / balancing at Exit. 

 

However, in the interim, AES agrees with the retention of 
Imbalance Tolerances as a practical solution in the absence of 
a trading / balancing platform applicable to Exit points.  

 

Implementation of Interim Measures is intended to increase 
liquidity and the appropriateness of the introduction of a 
trading/balancing platform will be kept under review by the 
TSOs. 
 
 
 
 
UR is planning to carry out such review. 
 
 
 
 
For clarification, a balancing platform at the NIBP would not be 
specific to either Entry or Exit points. The TSOs welcome 
support of the retention of Imbalance Tolerances. 

The Retention of 
the current load 
factor weightings 

 AES agrees with the retention of the load factor weightings. 
 
 
 

The TSOs welcome this support. 

The retention of 
Scheduling 
Tolerances 

 AES would refer to comments on Retention of Imbalance 
Tolerances. 
 
As an interim solution, AES agrees with the retention of 
Scheduling Tolerances as a practical solution in the absence of 

Please see response above. 
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a secondary trading / balancing platform applicable to Exit 
points. 
  

For clarification, a balancing platform at the NIBP would not be 
specific to either Entry or Exit points. The TSOs welcome 
support of the retention of scheduling charges. 

Proposed 
approach 
regarding 
Balancing 
Contracts 

 AES accepts the rationale presented and agrees with the 
proposed approach. 
 

 
 
  

The TSOs welcome this support. 

Arrangements for 
the calculation and 
administration of 
disbursement 
payments/charges 

It would appear to AES that a Shipper who is only shipping to 
the NIBP (i.e. trading out all gas shipped to the NIBP with other 
Shippers) would not, other than in exceptional circumstances, 
be subject to balancing penalties. This is because both the 
Shippers Entry and (NIBP) Exit allocations would equal their 
nominations. 
In such cases it would seem a distortion that such a Shipper 
would be allocated disbursement payments / charges.   

AES would therefore propose that consideration be given to 
excluding such ‘NIBP only Shippers’ from the disbursement 
process. 

 

 
 
 
SSE would like to note the importance of ensuring that all the 
data sources will be made available to the Shippers to allow 
shadow settlements to be completed. 
 

Shippers who operate only at the IP and the NIBP will not be 
excluded from the risk of balancing penalties, since they may 
not always nominate a balanced position. 
We acknowledge that that generally Shippers flowing from the 
IP to the NIBP are likely to wish to nominate a balanced 
position however this is dependant on the Shipper making 
equal and opposite IP Entry Nominations at the IP and Trade 
(sell) Nominations at the NIBP. However a Shipper is entitled to 
nominate a non-balanced position (in fact this is a requirement 
under the EU Code – the ‘ZIP’ concept is no longer allowed).  In 
any event, the TSOs would not be in a position to exclude 
certain Shippers from disbursement payments or charges, as 
this could be considered as giving preferential treatment to 
certain Shippers.   
 
 
The TSOs plan to provide as much data as appropriate to do so. 
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Firmus energy’s gas supply licence conditions require the 
provision of separate regulatory accounts for activities in the 
Belfast and Ten Towns Network areas. However calculation of 
an aggregate NI imbalance position will result in a single 
charge to shippers which combines the costs from both licence 
areas. Therefore firmus energy request that the TSOs break 
down the single imbalance charge to reflect the separate gas 
licence areas in order to enable cost allocation in line with 
regulatory accounting conditions. 

This request is similar to the current arrangements which will 
not be able to continue with the move to Entry-Exit. Without 
contract paths it will no longer be possible or appropriate for 
the TSOs to determine how much of an entry allocation is 
attributable to each exit point.  
Shippers who deliver to different exit points will receive 
allocations for each point which will allow Shippers to break 
down such charges and recharge internally as they deem 
appropriate.  
 

Interim Measures  Firmus energy recognises that the current level of activity in 
the Northern Ireland gas market is not sufficient to support 
development of residual system balancing and therefore 
firmus energy supports the ‘Interim Measures’ as approved by 
the Utility Regulator on 26th March 2015. 

  

The TSOs welcome this support. 

 


