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List of documents in consultation 



The documents are available on our website: Fluxys Belgium - Market Consultation 56 - 

Changes in Regulatory Documents 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

https://www.fluxys.com/en/news/fluxys-belgium/2022/220516_consultation-56_changes-in-regulatory-documents
https://www.fluxys.com/en/news/fluxys-belgium/2022/220516_consultation-56_changes-in-regulatory-documents


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Questions & Answers 

  



# From Confidential? Topic Questions / Comments by Stakeholders Answers / Comments by Fluxys Belgium

1. Socar No
Supportive 
reaction

SOCAR Trading Gas and Power Sarl is supportive to the proposed adjustment of 
Fluxys access code for transmission to change the current allocation rules of the 
entry Services  from Dunkerque terminal to Belgium gas network by a pro-rata 
basis based on the newly subscribed regasification capacity at Dunkerque terminal. 
We also support the proposal that the allocation request shall be included in the 
submission request  for the Service during the Call for Market Interest organised by 
Dunkerque LNG. 
Considering the current geopolitical situation in Europe, the allocation process of 
new regasification capacity shall include (if possible) sufficient entry access to 
different gas networks in EU to ensure as much as possible a diversification of the 
gas supply.

/

2 Engie No
Supportive 
reaction

ENGIE welcomes Fluxys’ proposal on the subscription and allocation of Services on 
Dunkirk LNG, as we feel that it is a sensible solution to manage transmission 
capacity at LNG points.

/

3 Dunkerque LNG No
Supportive 
reaction

Dunkerque LNG believes that adding the possibility of a pro-rata allocation of the 
remaining entry capacity towards Belgium, based on the outcome of our terminal’s 
long term capacities sales, will contribute to the security of supply by bringing new 
LNG to the EU and increase the liquidity of the European gas markets. 

/

4.1 RWE S&T No
Supportive 
reaction

RWE Supply & Trading supports the proposal described in the above market 
consultation as it is consistent with and supportive of the Dunkerque “call for 
market interest” capacity sales process.

/

4.2 RWE S&T No
Capacity 
congestion

We are concerned however, that such “reservation” of Virtualys capacity for 
additional LNG entry capacity could further deepen the already congested situation 
at the Virtualys interconnection.

So instead of relying on already existing interconnection capacity, we strongly 
suggest there is a need to increase the current French interconnection capacity, by 
either increasing Virtualys capacity or by enabling physical reverse flow at 
Obergailbach.  

Putting the capacity at Virtualys  also allows Network Users to bring the gas from the 
CMI to Belgium but with the need to book additional Entry and Exit capacity in France.

Just increasing the capacity from France to Belgium would not bring additional gas to 
the requesting countries (the Netherlands or Germany) because the downstream 
capacity is already highly used. Obergailbach is an Interconnection Point between 
France and Germany so we have no comment on this topic.
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Printed copy of written comments 

  



All reactions 

Company First Name Last Name Confidential 

Socar Trading Francesca Di Cesare No 

Engie Nasma Sahbani No 

Dunkerque LNG Cedric Vandenbroucke No 

RWE Supply and 

Trading GmbH 
Steve Rose No 
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