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Outline 

  TSO transparency for transmission 

Current: Data availability / User friendliness 

Future developments: How to improve? 

 TSOs’ role in REMIT transparency 

 Conclusions 
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Current status 

Data availability 

 Huge variation in data quality, availability 

and accessibility 

 GTS, National Grid have largest historical 

set and data 

 Data quality, accessibility and 

completeness declines as further east TSO 

based 

 Limited historical set (Jan 2011 / Mar 2011) 

for ~50% TSOs 

 Demand (excluding exports) rarely available 

or accurate  

 Storage & LNG stocks levels not available 

to most (though aggregated data available 

through GSE) 

 

User Friendliness 

 Nominations / Allocations / Capacities / 

historical data rarely in same place 

 Data deluge (50+ individual points per TSO)  

 Not possible to download data (manual 

entry) required for some sites 

 Transparency data not linked to corporate 

websites and hard to find 

 

3 



4 

TSO scorecard (current) 

 

Source: BG Group assessment 
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Historical availability 

TSO Start date Hourly 

nominations 

Historical 

demand 

Storage data 

National Grid Oct 2008 Yes Yes Yes 

Enagás Oct 2009 No Yes Yes 

TIGF Aug 2010 No No No 

GRTgaz Jan 2010 No Yes Yes 

Fluxys Oct 2005 Yes Yes Yes 

GTS Oct 2008 Yes Yes Yes 

OGE Jan 2008 Yes Large users only Yes 

GUD Mar 2011 Yes No Yes 

Gascade Jan 2011 Yes Large users only Yes 

Snam Rete Gas Jan 2006 No Yes Flows only 

Gaz System Oct 2011 ? ? ? 

euStream Apr 2011 No No N/A 

5 Source: BG Group assessment 
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The good - GTS 

 Capacity, Nominations, Allocations, 

Physical flow on Industry, Border 

points, LDC and Production all on 

same page 

 Single click and easy to navigate to 

data pages 

 Easy to data scrape / automate 
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An example where information can be improved 

 Multiple clicks to get to data 

 Frequent revisions 

 Slow to load 

 Not possible to download daily data, 

only hourly 
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BUT this is still better than others TSO websites where information is held on separate websites, 

requires manual searches at each point and also has digital certification prompts (not required) 
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TSOs have a role to play in enhancing  
transparency under REMIT 

 Publication of own Inside Information (eg Balancing services) 

 Facilitate a central solution, improving transparency to the market. 

 Market participants remain responsible for publishing. 



9 9 

Real time flows 

Unplanned 

events 

Planned 

Maintenance 



10 

Conclusions 

 TSO transparency should aid market development 

 Improvements sought in data quality, availability and user friendliness 

Near real time information flows should be priority to aid Balancing NC 

Quickly identify the “gaps”, determine investment required. 

Current status of TSO transparency is mixed 

 2013 ENTSO-G Transparency Platform welcomed 

Consultation period closes on 5/10/2012 

Scope to be determined (high level aggregation vs national TSO detail?) 

Minimum specification to aid market development 

 TSOs have a role to aid transparency under REMIT 
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