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Paatos Fingrid Oyj:n toimittamaan ehdotukseen kayttovar-
muuden koordinointia koskevasta menetelmasta Baltic ka-
pasiteetin laskenta-alueella.
1 Asianosainen
Fingrid Oyj
2 Vireilletulo
20.12.2019
3 Ratkaisu
Energiavirasto vahvistaa Fingrid Oyj:n 1.9.2020 toimittaman ehdotuksen kaytto-
varmuuden koordinointia koskevasta menetelmasta Baltic kapasiteetin laskenta-
alueella.
Paatds on voimassa toistaiseksi.
Paatosta on noudatettava muutoksenhausta huolimatta.
4 Selostus asiasta
4.1 Fingridin toimittama ehdotus
Fingrid Oyj (jaljempana myds Fingrid) toimitti 20.12.2019 Energiavirastoon vahvis-
tettavaksi sahkon siirtoverkon kayttda koskevista suuntaviivoista annetun Euroo-
pan komission asetuksen (EU) 2017/1485 (jéljempana mydés SO suuntaviivat) 76
artiklan 1 kohdan seka 77 artiklan 1 kohdan mukaiset ehdotukset kayttévarmuuden
koordinointia koskevasta menetelmasta Baltic kapasiteetin laskenta-alueella.
SO suuntaviivojen 76 artiklan 1 mukaisesti Fingrid toimitti ehdotuksen kolmen kuu-
kauden kuluessa saman asetuksen 75 artiklan 1 kohdassa tarkoitetun kayttdévar-
muusanalyysin koordinointia koskevan menetelman hyvaksymisesta.
SO suuntaviivojen 11 artiklan 1 kohdan mukaisesti siirtoverkonhaltijoiden on kuul-
tava sidosryhmia, kunkin jasenvaltion asianomaiset viranomaiset mukaan luet-
tuina, ehtoja ja edellytyksia tai menetelmia koskevista ehdotusluonnoksista. Kuu-
lemisen on kestettava vahintédan yhden kuukauden. Fingrid jarjesti julkisen kuule-
misen 8.11.2019 - 4.12.2019.
Energiavirasto Lintulahdenkuja 2 A Puhelin 029 505 0000 Internet www.energiavirasto.fi
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4.2 Ehdotuksen kasittely

SO suuntaviivojen 6 artiklan 7 kohdan mukaan, jos ehtoja ja edellytyksia tai me-
netelmia koskevan ehdotuksen hyvdksyminen edellyttéda useamman kuin yhden
saantelyviranomaisten paatosta, toimivaltaisten saantelyviranomaisten on kuultava
toisiaan, tehtava tiivista yhteisty6ta ja koordinoitava toimiaan sopimukseen paase-
miseksi. Saantelyviranomaisten on tehtdva ehdotettuja ehtoja ja edellytyksia tai
menetelmia koskevat paatdkset kuuden kuukauden kuluessa siitd, kun viimeinen
asianosainen saantelyviranomainen on vastaanottanut ehdot ja edellytykset tai me-
netelmat.

SO suuntaviivojen 7 artiklan 1 kohdan mukaisesti saantelyviranomaiset voivat pyy-
tda siirtoverkonhaltijoita muuttamaan niiden toimittamia ehdotuksia. Asianomai-
sella siirtoverkonhaltijalla on muutospyynnén saatuaan kaksi kuukautta aikaa toi-
mittaa muutettu ehdotus asianomaiselle saantelyviranomaiselle.

Energiavirasto seka muut Baltic kapasiteetin laskenta-alueeen kansalliset saante-
lyviranomaiset tulivat ehdotusta arvioituaan yhteiseen tulokseen siitd, etta mene-
telmaa taytyy muuttaa ennen kuin se voidaan hyvdksya. Energiavirasto pyysi
2.6.2020 lahettamallaan muutospyynnélléa Fingridia muuttamaan ehdotustaan
saantelyviranomaisten yhteisesti sopiman muutospyynnén mukaisesti.

Energiavirasto katsoi, etté ehdotettu menetelma ei kuvannut kapasiteetin laskenta-
alueen kayttévarmuuden koordinointia riittavan selvasti. Energiavirasto pyysi muu-
tospyynnéssaan myds selvennettdvan terminologiaa, implementointiaikataulua
seka korjaamaan kirjoitusasua.

4.3 Muutettu ehdotus ja sen kasittely

Fingrid toimitti muutetun ehdotuksen Energiavirastolle 1.9.2020 Energiavirasto
sekd muut kapasiteetin laskenta-alueen kansalliset sdantelyviranomaiset arvioivat
muutettua ehdotusta ja tulivat yhteiseen tulokseen siita, ettd ehdotus tayttda muu-
tospyynndén vaatimukset.

5 Energiaviraston toimivalta

Euroopan parlamentin ja neuvoston direktiivi 2019/944 sahkdn sisamarkkinoita
koskevista yhteisista saanndista ja direktiivin 2012/27/EU muuttamisesta 57 artik-
lan mukaan kunkin jasenvaltion on nimettava yksi kansallinen saantelyviranomai-
nen kansallisella tasolla.

Lain Energiavirastosta (870/2013) 1 §:n 2 momentin mukaan Energiavirasto hoitaa
kansalliselle sadantelyviranomaiselle kuuluvat tehtavat, joista saadetaan:

3) sahkdn sisamarkkinoita koskevista yhteisistd saanndista ja direktiivin
2003/54/EY kumoamisesta annetun Euroopan parlamentin ja neuvoston direktiivin
2009/72/EY, jaljempéana sahkdmarkkinadirektiivi, nojalla annetuissa, suuntaviivoja
koskevissa komission asetuksissa tai paatoksissa.
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6 Asiaan liittyva lainsaadanto

6.1 Komission asetus (EU) 2017 /1485 siahkon siirtoverkon kayttoa koskevista suun-

taviivoista

SO suuntaviivojen 4 artiklan mukaan:

"1.Taman asetuksen tavoitteena on

a) maarittaa yhteiset kayttévarmuutta koskevat vaatimukset ja periaatteet;

b) maarittaa yhteiset yhteenliitetyn verkon kayttétoiminnan suunnittelun periaatteet;
€) maarittda yhteiset taajuudensaatdprosessit ja -rakenteet;

d) varmistaa olosuhteet, joissa kdyttévarmuutta voidaan yllapitaa kaikkialla unionissa;

e) varmistaa olosuhteet, joissa kaikkien synkronialueiden taajuuden laatutasoa voidaan
yllapitaa kaikkialla unionissa;

f) edistda verkon kayttda ja kayttétoiminnan suunnittelua koskevaa koordinointia;

g) varmistaa siirtoverkon toimintaa koskevien tietojen lapindkyvyys ja luotettavuus ja
parantaa sita;

h) edistda unionin sahkonsiirtoverkon ja sahkdalan tehokasta toimintaa ja kehitta-
mista.”

SO suuntaviivojen 6 artiklan mukaan:

"3.Seuraavia ehtoja ja edellytyksia tai menetelmia koskeville ehdotuksille tarvitaan asi-
anomaisen alueen kaikkien saantelyviranomaisten hyvaksyntd, josta jasenvaltio voi an-
taa lausunnon asianomaiselle saantelyviranomaiselle:”

"b) 76 artiklan mukaiset alueellista kayttévarmuuden koordinointia koskevat yhteiset
saannodkset kullekin kapasiteetin laskenta-alueelle; ”

" 6. Ehtoja ja edellytyksia tai menetelmia koskevaan ehdotukseen on sisallyttdva ehdo-
tettu taytantéonpanoaikataulu ja kuvaus niiden odotetuista vaikutuksista tdman ase-
tuksen tavoitteisiin. Ehtoja ja edellytyksia tai menetelmia koskevat ehdotukset, joille
tarvitaan useiden tai kaikkien saantelyviranomaisten hyvdksynta, on toimitettava viras-
tolle samaan aikaan kun ne annetaan saantelyviranomaisten hyvaksyttaviksi. Viraston
on toimivaltaisten saantelyviranomaisten pyynndsta annettava lausunto ndistd ehtoja
ja edellytyksia tai menetelmia koskevista ehdotuksista kolmen kuukauden kuluessa.”

7.Jos ehtoja ja edellytyksia tai menetelmia koskevan ehdotuksen hyvaksyminen edel-
lyttdd useamman kuin yhden saantelyviranomaisten paatosta, toimivaltaisten saante-
lyviranomaisten on kuultava toisiaan, tehtdva tiivista yhteisty6ta ja koordinoitava toi-
miaan sopimukseen padsemiseksi. Jos virasto antaa lausunnon, toimivaltaisten saante-
lyviranomaisten on otettava se huomioon. Saantelyviranomaisten on tehtdva 2 ja 3
kohdan mukaisesti ehdotettuja ehtoja ja edellytyksia tai menetelmia koskevat paatok-
set kuuden kuukauden kuluessa siitd, kun saantelyviranomainen tai, soveltuvissa
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tapauksissa, viimeinen asianosainen saantelyviranomainen on vastaanottanut ehdot ja
edellytykset tai menetelmat.”

SO suuntaviivojen 7 artiklan mukaan:

"1. Jos yksi tai useampi sdantelyviranomainen vaatii 6 artiklan 2 ja 3 kohdan mukaisesti
toimitettujen ehtojen ja edellytysten tai menetelmien muuttamista ennen hyvaksy-
mistd, asianomaisten siirtoverkonhaltijoiden on esitettdva hyvaksyttavaksi ehdotus
muutetuista ehdoista ja edellytyksista tai menetelmista kahden kuukauden kuluessa
saantelyviranomaisten vaatimuksen esittamisesta. Toimivaltaisten saantelyviranomais-
ten on paatettava muutetuista ehdoista ja edellytyksista tai menetelmista kahden kuu-
kauden kuluessa niiden esittémisesta.”

SO suuntaviivojen 11 artiklan mukaan:

"1. Ehtoja ja edellytyksia tai menetelmid tai niiden muutoksia koskevien ehdotusten
toimittamisesta téman asetuksen mukaisesti vastaavien siirtoverkonhaltijoiden on kuul-
tava sidosryhmia, kunkin jéasenvaltion asianomaiset viranomaiset mukaan luettuina, 6
artiklan 2 ja 3 kohdassa luetelluista ehtoja ja edellytyksia tai menetelmia koskevista
ehdotusluonnoksista. Kuulemisen on kestettdva vahintdan yhden kuukauden.”

SO suuntaviivojen 76 artiklan mukaan:

"1. Kunkin kapasiteetin laskenta-alueen kaikkien siirtoverkonhaltijoiden on viimeistdaan
kolmen kuukauden kuluttua 75 artiklan 1 kohdassa tarkoitetun kayttévarmuusanalyysin
koordinointia koskevan menetelman hyvaksymisesta laadittava yhdessa ehdotus alu-
eellista kayttévarmuuden koordinointia koskevista yhteisistd saanndista, joita alueelli-
set kayttévarmuuskoordinaattorit ja kapasiteetin laskenta-alueen siirtoverkonhaltijat
soveltavat. Ehdotuksessa on noudatettava menetelmia, jotka on laadittu kayttévar-
muusanalyysien koordinointia varten 75 artiklan 1 kohdan mukaisesti, ja sen on tarvit-
taessa tdydennettdva asetuksen (EU) 2015/1222 35 ja 74 artiklan mukaisesti laadittuja
menetelmia. Ehdotuksessa on maariteltava

a) kayttdvarmuusanalyysin padivansisadista koordinointia ja alueellisen kayttévarmuus-
koordinaattorin tekemia yhteisen verkkomallin paivityksia koskevat ehdot ja suoritusti-
heys;

b) koordinoidusti hallinnoitujen korjaavien toimenpiteiden valmistelua koskeva mene-
telma, jossa otetaan huomioon niiden asetuksen (EU) 2015/1222 35 artiklan mukaisesti
maaritelty rajat ylittdva merkitys seka 20-23 artiklan vaatimukset ja johon sisaltyy va-
hintaan

i) menettely tietojen vaihtamiseksi kaytettavissa olevista korjaavista toimenpiteista pai-
kallisten siirtoverkonhaltijoiden ja alueellisen kayttévarmuuskoordinaattorin valilla;

ii) rajoitusten ja korjaavien toimenpiteiden luokittelu 22 artiklan mukaisesti;
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iii) toimivimpien ja taloudellisesti tehokkaimpien korjaavien toimenpiteiden maarittely
22 artiklassa tarkoitettujen kdyttévarmuusrikkomusten tapauksessa;

iv) korjaavien toimenpiteiden valmistelu ja aktivointi 23 artiklan 2 kohdan mukaisesti;

v) 22 artiklassa tarkoitettu korjaavien toimenpiteiden kustannusten jakaminen, jolla
taydennetaan tarvittaessa asetuksen (EU) 2015/1222 74 artiklan mukaisesti laadittua
yhteistd menetelmaa. Yleisena periaatteena on, etta sellaisen ylikuormituksen, jolla ei
ole rajat ylittdvaa merkitystd, kustannukset kattaa kyseisesta vastuualueesta vastaava
siirtoverkonhaltija, ja sellaisen ylikuormituksen, jolla on rajat ylittavaa merkitysta, lie-
ventdmisesta aiheutuvat kustannukset kattavat vastuualueista vastaavat siirtoverkon-
haltijat suhteessa siihen kuormittavaan vaikutukseen, joka tiettyjen vastuualueiden va-
liselld sahkdkaupalla on ylikuormitettuun verkkoelementtiin.”

SO suuntaviivojen 77 artiklan mukaan:

"1. Kapasiteetin laskenta-alueen kaikkien siirtoverkonhaltijoiden 76 artiklan 1 kohdan
mukaisesti laatimaan ehdotukseen alueellista kayttévarmuuden koordinointia koske-
vista yhteisista saannoista on sisallyttdva myds alueellisen kdyttévarmuuden koordi-
noinnin organisointia koskevat yhteiset sdannodt, mukaan lukien vahintaan

a) yhden tai useamman sellaisen alueellisen kayttdvarmuuskoordinaattorin nimittami-
nen, joka toteuttaa 3 kohdassa tarkoitetut tehtavat kyseisella kapasiteetin laskenta-
alueella;

b) alueellisten kayttévarmuuskoordinaattoreiden hallintoa ja toimintaa koskevat saan-
nét, joilla varmistetaan kaikkien osallistuvien siirtoverkonhaltijoiden tasapuolinen koh-
telu;

¢) kun siirtoverkonhaltijat ehdottavat useamman kuin yhden alueellisen kayttévarmuus-
koordinaattorin nimittamista a alakohdan mukaisesti:

i) ehdotus tehtavien yhdenmukaisesta jakamisesta kyseiselld kapasiteetin laskenta-alu-
eella toimivien alueellisten kayttévarmuuskoordinaattoreiden kesken. Ehdotuksessa on
otettava tdaysin huomioon tarve koordinoida alueellisille kayttévarmuuskoordinaatto-
reille osoitettuja tehtavia;

ii) arviointi, joka osoittaa, etta ehdotettu alueellisten kayttévarmuuskoordinaattoreiden
jarjestelmd ja tehtdvienjako on tehokas, toimiva ja yhdenmukainen asetuksen (EU)
2015/1222 20 ja 21 artiklan mukaisesti vahvistetun alueellisen koordinoidun kapasitee-
tin laskennan kanssa;

iii)toimiva koordinointi- ja paatoksentekoprosessi alueellisten kdyttévarmuuskoordi-
naattoreiden valisten erimielisyyksien ratkaisemiseksi kapasiteetin laskenta-alueella.”

7 Perustelut

Fingrid Oyj toimitti ehdotuksen kayttdvarmuuden koordinointia koskevasta mene-
telmasta Baltic kapasiteetin laskenta-alueella 20.12.2020 SO suuntaviivojen
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mukaisessa aikataulussa. Fingrid Oyj toimitti muutetun ehdotuksen Energiaviras-
toon 1.9.2020.

SO suuntaviivojen mukaan, jos ehtoja ja edellytyksia tai menetelmia koskevan eh-
dotuksen hyvaksyminen edellyttda useamman kuin yhden saantelyviranomaisten
paatosta, toimivaltaisten saantelyviranomaisten on kuultava toisiaan, tehtava tii-
vistd yhteisty6ta ja koordinoitava toimiaan sopimukseen paasemiseksi. Energiavi-
rasto on tata pdatdsta valmisteltaessa tehnyt tiivista yhteisty6éta ja koordinoinut
toimiaan muiden Baltic kapasiteetin laskenta-alueen toimivaltaisten saantelyviran-
omaisten kanssa.

Energiaviraston paatds noudattaa alueen sadntelyviranomaisten yhteisesti sopimaa
linjaa, joka on esitetty taman paatdksen liitteina olevassa dokumentissa “Position
paper by all Baltic Capacity Calculation Region National Regulatory Authorities of
the amended all TSOs’ of Baltic Capacity Calculation Region common provisions for
regional operational security coordination in accordance with Articles 76 and 77 of
the Commission Regulation (EU) 2017/1485, 6 October 2020".

Energiavirasto toteaa, ettad Fingridin jarjestama julkinen kuuleminen ehdotuksesta
ei tayta SO suuntaviivojen 11 artiklan 1 kohdan asettamaa vahimmaisaikaa, ja etta
kuuleminen oli nelja paivaa edellytettyd kuukauden ajanjaksoa lyhyempi. Ottaen
huomioon, etta kuulemisen aikarajat ovat olleet selvasti maaritetyt ja hyvin sidos-
ryhmien tiedossa seka puuttuvien padivien maaran suhteessa kokonaisaikaan, Ener-
giavirasto katsoo, ettei puuttuva kuulemisaika aiheuttanut tassa tapauksessa niin
merkittavaa haittaa sidosryhmien mahdollisuuksille toimittaa nakemyksensa ehdo-
tuksesta, ettd asia olisi siita syysta tullut palauttaa uudelleen valmisteltavaksi.
Energiavirasto toteaa saantelyviranomaisten yhteisesti sopivan linjan mukaisesti,
etta ehdotus voidaan edelléd kuvattuihin seikkoihin perustuen kasitelld puutteelli-
sesta kuulemisaikataulusta huolimatta.

Energiavirasto toteaa, etta Fingrid sekd muut Baltic kapasiteetin laskenta-alueen
kantaverkkoyhtiét toimittivat muutetun ehdotuksen mydhassa ylittéden SO suunta-
viivojen 7 artiklan 1 kohdassa maaritetyn kahden kuukauden aikarajan siitd, kun
saantelyviranomaiset vaativat edellytysten tai menetelman muuttamista. Koska
mydhdstyminen ei kuitenkaan johda SO suuntaviivoissa maaritetyn 10 kuukauden
ehdotuksen kasittelyn enimmaisajan ylittamiseen eika vaikuta saantelyviranomais-
ten mahdollisuuksiin arvioida ehdotuksen perusteita, Energiavirasto katsoo muiden
saantelyviranomaisten kanssa sovitun linjan mukaisesti, ettei maarapaivasta myo-
hastyminen estd ehdotuksen asianmukaista kasittelya ja voidaan siten kasitella.

Energiavirasto katsoo, etta Fingridin 14.8.2020 toimittama muutettu ehdotus tayt-
taa alueen saantelyviranomaisten yhteisessa muutospyynndssa edellytetyt vaati-
mukset liittyen terminologiaan, implementointiaikatauluun seka kirjoitusasuun ja
on SO suuntaviivojen 4 artiklan tavoitteiden mukainen. Energiavirasto katsoo
myds, ettd muutettu ehdotus maarittelee riittdvan selkeasti kayttdvarmuusanalyy-
sin paivansisaista koordinointia ja yhteisen verkkomallin paivityksia koskevat ehdot
seka koordinoidusti hallittujen korjaavien toimenpiteiden valmistelun. Energiavi-
rasto katsoo, ettd muutosten jalkeen Fingridin ehdotus tayttéda SO suuntaviivojen
vaatimukset seka tavoitteet ja voidaan hyvaksya.
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8 Sovelletut saannokset
Komission asetus (EU) 2017/1485 artiklat 4, 6, 7, 11, 76 ja 77
Laki sdhko- ja maakaasumarkkinoiden valvonnasta (590/2013) 36 §, 38 §

9 Muutoksenhaku

Muutoksenhakua koskeva ohjeistus liitteena.

Liitteet Valitusosoitus Markkinaoikeuteen

Position paper by all Baltic Capacity Calculation Region National Regulatory Author-
ities of the amended all TSOs’ of Baltic Capacity Calculation Region common provi-
sions for regional operational security coordination in accordance with Articles 76
and 77 of the Commission Regulation (EU) 2017/1485, 6 October 2020

All TSOs’ of Baltic Capacity Calculation Region common provisions for regional op-
erational security coordination in accordance with Articles 76 and 77 of the Com-
mission Regulation (EU) 2017/1485 of 2 August 2017, 19 August 2020

Jakelu Fingrid Oyj

Tiedoksi
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Valitusosoitus Liite 1

VALITUSOSOITUS

Valitusoikeus hallintopaéatoksesta

Energiaviraston antamaan hallintopaatékseen saa hakea muutosta valittamalla si-
ten kuin laissa oikeudenkaynnista hallintoasioissa (808/2019) sdaadetaan. Valitus-
kelpoisella hallintopaatdksella tarkoitetaan paatdstd, jolla asia on ratkaistu tai ja-
tetty tutkimatta.

Hallintopdatokseen saa hakea muutosta valittamalla se, johon paatés on kohdis-
tettu tai jonka oikeuteen, velvollisuuteen tai etuun paatés valittomasti vaikuttaa ja
se, jonka valitusoikeudesta laissa erikseen saadetaan.

Valitusviranomainen

Valitusviranomainen Energiaviraston paatokseen on markkinaoikeus.

Valituksen tekeminen ja valitusaika

Valituksen saa tehda silla perusteella, ettd paatds on lainvastainen.
Valitus on tehtava kirjallisesti 30 paivan kuluessa paatoksen tiedoksisaannista.

Valituksen tekemisestd saadetaan lisdksi sdhkdisesta asioinnista viranomaistoimin-
nassa annetussa laissa (13/2003). Maaraaikojen laskemisesta saadetaan saadetty-
jen maaraaikain laskemisesta annetussa laissa (150/1930).

Valituksen sisalto

Energiavirasto

Energimyndigheten

Valituksessa on ilmoitettava:

e paatods, johon haetaan muutosta (valituksen kohteena oleva pé&étés);

e miltd kohdin paatdkseen haetaan muutosta ja mitéd muutoksia siihen vaa-
ditaan tehtavaksi (vaatimukset);

e vaatimusten perustelut; seka

¢ mihin valitusoikeus perustuu, jos valituksen kohteena oleva paatés ei koh-
distu valittajaan.

Valituksessa on lisdksi ilmoitettava valittajan nimi ja yhteystiedot. Jos puhevaltaa
kayttaa valittajan laillinen edustaja tai asiamies, myds tédman yhteystiedot on il-
moitettava. Yhteystietojen muutoksesta on valituksen vireilld ollessa ilmoitettava
viipymatta tuomioistuimelle.

Lintulahdenkuja 2 A Puhelin 029 505 0000 Internet www.energiavirasto.fi
FI-00530 Helsinki S-posti  kirjaamo@energiavirasto.fi



Valitusosoitus 2 (2)

+ ¢4 energiavirasto
il energimyndigheten

Valituksessa on ilmoitettava myds se postiosoite ja mahdollinen muu osoite, johon
oikeudenkayntiin liittyvat asiakirjat voidaan |ahettda (prosessiosoite). Mikali valit-
taja on ilmoittanut enemman kuin yhden prosessiosoitteen, voi tuomioistuin va-
lita, mihin ilmoitetuista osoitteista se toimittaa oikeudenkayntiin liittyvat asiakir-
jat.

Oikaisuvaatimuksen tekija saa valittaessaan oikaisuvaatimuspdatoksesta esittaa
vaatimuksilleen uusia perusteluja. Han saa esittda uuden vaatimuksen vain, jos
se perustuu olosuhteiden muutokseen tai oikaisuvaatimuksen tekemisen maara-
ajan paattymisen jalkeen valittajan tietoon tulleeseen seikkaan.

Valituksen liitteet
Valitukseen on liitettava:

e valituksen kohteena oleva paatds valitusosoituksineen;

e selvitys siitd, milloin valittaja on saanut paatoksen tiedoksi, tai muu selvi-
tys valitusajan alkamisen ajankohdasta; seka
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. Introduction and legal context
This document elaborates an agreement of all National Regulatory Authorities in the Baltic
capacity calculation region (hereinafter referred to as NRAs), agreed on 6 October 2020, on



all TSOs in the Baltic synchronous area’s (hereinafter referred to as TSOs) amended proposal’
for the methodology for regional operational security coordination in Baltic capacity
calculation region in accordance with Article 76 and Article 77 of the Commission Regulation
(EU) 2017/1485 of 2 August 2017 establishing guideline on electricity transmission system
operation (hereinafter referred to as “Amended ROSC proposal” and “Regulation
2017/1485%).

This agreed position paper of the NRAs shall provide evidence that a decision on the amended
ROSC proposal does not need to be adopted by the Agency for the Cooperation of Energy
Regulators (hereinafter referred to as Agency) pursuant to Article 6(8) of the Regulation
2017/1485 at this stage. This document is intended to constitute the basis on which NRAs will
each subsequently make national decisions pursuant to Regulation 2017/1485 Article 6(1) to
approve the amended ROSC proposal submitted by the TSOs. The TSOs are AS
Augstsprieguma tikls, Elering AS, Fingrid Oyj, Litgrid AB, Polskie Sieci Elektroenergetyczne
S.A. and Svenska kraftnit.

The legal provisions relevant to the submission and approval of the amended ROSC proposal,
and this NRAs agreed opinion, are Articles 4(1), 5(1), 6(3)(b), 6(6), 6(7), 11, 76, and 77 of
Regulation 2017/14835, listed below.

Article 4(1)

This Regulation aims at:

a) determining common operational security requirements and principles;

b) determining common interconnected system operational planning principles;

¢) determining common load-frequency control processes and control structures;

d) ensuring the conditions for maintaining operational security throughout the Union;

e) ensuring the conditions for maintaining a frequency quality level of all synchronous areas
throughout the Union;

f) promoting the coordination of system operation and operational planning;

g) ensuring and enhancing the transparency and reliability of information on transmission
system operation;

h) contributing to the efficient operation and development of the electricity transmission
system and electricity sector in the Union.

Article 5(1)

TSOs shall develop the terms and conditions or methodologies required by this Regulation
and submit them for approval to the competent regulatory authorities in accordance with
Article 6(2) and (3) or for approval to the entity designated by the Member State in
accordance with Article 6(4) within the respective deadlines set out in this Regulation.

Article 6(3)(b)

U All TSOs’ of Baltic Capacity Calculation Region common provisions for regional operational security
coordination in accordance with Articles 76 and 77 of the Commission Regulation (EU) 2017/1485 of 2 August
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The proposals for the following terms and conditions or methodologies shall be subject to
approval by all regulatory authorities of the concerned region, on which a Member State may
provide an opinion to the concerned regulatory authority:

common provisions for each capacity calculation region for regional operational security
coordination in accordance with Article 76.

Article 6(6)

The proposal for terms and conditions or methodologies shall include a proposed timescale
for their implementation and a description of their expected impact on the objectives of this
Regulation. Proposals on terms and conditions or methodologies subject to the approval by
several or all regulatory authorities shall be submitted to the Agency at the same time that
they are submitted to regulatory authorities. Upon request by the competent regulatory
authorities, the Agency shall issue an opinion within 3 months on the proposals for terms and
conditions or methodologies.

Article 6(7)

Where the approval of the terms and conditions or methodologies requires a decision by more
than one regulatory authority, the competent regulatory authorities shall consult and closely
cooperate and coordinate with each other in order to reach an agreement. Where the Agency
issues an opinion, the competent regulatory authorities shall take that opinion into account.
Regulatory authorities shall take decisions concerning the submitted terms and conditions or
methodologies in accordance with paragraphs (2) and (3), within 6 months following the
receipt of the terms and conditions or methodologies by the regulatory authority or, where
applicable, by the last regulatory authority concerned.

Article 11

1 TSOs responsible for submitting proposals for terms and conditions or methodologies or
their amendments in accordance with this Regulation shall consult stakeholders, including
the relevant authorities of each Member State, on the draft proposals for terms and
conditions or methodologies listed in Article 6(2) and (3). The consultation shall last for a
period of not less than 1 month.

2 The proposals for terms and conditions or methodologies submitted by the TSOs at Union
level shall be published and submitted to public consultation at Union level. Proposals
submitted by the TSOs at regional level shall be submitted to public consultation at least at
regional level. Parties submitting proposals at bilateral or at multilateral level shall carry
out a public consultation at least in the Member States concerned.

3 The TSOs responsible for developing the proposal for terms and conditions or
methodologies shall duly take into account the views of stakeholders resulting from the
consultations prior to its submission for regulatory approval. In all cases, a sound
justification for including or not including the views resulting from the consultation shall
be provided together with the submission of the proposal and published in a timely manner
before, or simultaneously with the publication of the proposal for terms and conditions or
methodologies.



Article 76

1. By 3 months after the approval of the methodology for coordinating operational security
analysis in Article 75(1), all TSOs of each capacity calculation region shall jointly develop a
proposal for common provisions for regional operational security coordination, to be applied
by the regional security coordinators and the TSOs of the capacity calculation region. The
proposal shall respect the methodologies for coordinating operational security analysis
developed in accordance with Article 75(1) and complement where necessary the
methodologies developed in accordance with Articles 35 and 74 of the Commission
Regulation (EU) 2015/1222 of establishing a guideline on capacity allocation and congestion
management (hereinafter referred to asRegulation (EU) 2015/1222). The proposal shall
determine:

(a) conditions and frequency of intraday coordination of operational security analysis and
updates to the common grid model by the regional security coordinator;

(b) the methodology for the preparation of remedial actions managed in a coordinated way,
considering their cross- border relevance as determined in accordance with Article 35
of Regulation (EU) 2015/1222, taking into account the requirements in Articles 20 to
23 and determining at least:

i.  the procedure for exchanging the information of the available remedial actions,
between relevant TSOs and the regional security coordinator;

ii.  the classification of constraints and the remedial actions in accordance with
Article 22;

iii.  the identification of the most effective and economically efficient remedial
actions in case of operational security violations referred to in Article 22;

iv.  the preparation and activation of remedial actions in accordance with Article
23(2);

v.  the sharing of the costs of remedial actions referred to in Article 22,
complementing where necessary the common methodology developed in
accordance with Article 74 of Regulation (EU) 2015/1222. As a general
principle, costs of non-cross-border relevant congestions shall be borne by the
TSO responsible for the given control area and costs of relieving cross-border-
relevant congestions shall be covered by TSOs responsible for the control
areas in proportion to the aggravating impact of energy exchange between
given control areas on the congested grid element.

2. In determining whether congestion have cross-border relevance, the TSOs shall take into
account the congestion that would appear in the absence of energy exchanges between control
areas.

Article 77
1. The proposal of all TSOs of a capacity calculation region for common provisions for
regional operational security coordination pursuant to Article 76(1) shall also include
common provisions concerning the organisation of regional operational security coordination,
including at least:
a) the appointment of the regional security coordinator(s) that will perform the tasks in
paragraph 3 for that capacity calculation region;
b) rules concerning the governance and operation of regional security coordinator(s),
ensuring equitable treatment of all member TSOs;



¢) where the TSOs propose to appoint more than one regional security coordinator in
accordance with subparagraph (a):

1.  aproposal for a coherent allocation of the tasks between the regional security
coordinators who will be active in that capacity calculation region. The
proposal shall take full account of the need to coordinate the different tasks
allocated to the regional security coordinators;

ii.  an assessment demonstrating that the proposed setup of regional security
coordinators and allocation of tasks is efficient, effective and consistent with
the regional coordinated capacity calculation established pursuant to Articles
20 and 21 of Regulation (EU) 2015/1222;

iii.  an effective coordination and decision making process to resolve conflicting
positions between regional security coordinators within the capacity
calculation region.

2. When developing the proposal for common provisions concerning the organisation of
regional operational security coordination in paragraph 1, the following requirements shall be
met:
a) each TSO shall be covered by at least one regional security coordinator;
b) all TSOs shall ensure that the total number of regional security coordinators across the
Union is not higher than six.

3. The TSOs of each capacity calculation region shall propose the delegation of the following
tasks in accordance with paragraph 1:
a) regional operational security coordination in accordance with Article 78 in order to
support TSOs fulfil their obligations for the year-ahead, day-ahead and intraday time-
frames in Article 34(3) and Articles 72 and 74;
b) building of common grid model in accordance with Article 79;
c) regional outage coordination in accordance with Article 80, in order to support TSOs
fulfil their obligations in Articles 98 and 100;
d) regional adequacy assessment in accordance with Article 81 in order to support TSOs
fulfil their obligations under Article 107.

4. In executing its tasks, a regional security coordinator shall take account of data covering at
least all capacity calculation regions for which it has been allocated tasks, including the
observability areas of all TSOs in those capacity calculation regions.

5. All regional security coordinators shall coordinate the execution of their tasks in order to
facilitate the fulfilment of the objectives of this Regulation. All regional security coordinators
shall ensure the harmonization of processes and, where duplication is not justified by reasons
of efficiency or by the need to ensure continuity of service, the creation of joint tools to
ensure efficient cooperation and coordination between the regional security coordinators.

. The ROSC proposal

The methodology for regional operational security coordination in Baltic capacity calculation
region proposal was submitted to the NRAs on 20 December 2019. The NRAs sent an RfA on



16 June to the TSOs. The NRAs requested the TSOs to amend the proposal by improving the
description of the regional operational security coordination process, wording, terminology,
assessment of the expected impacts on the objectives of the methodology and the details of
the implementation plan.

The NRAs also note that the public hearing organized by the Baltic CCR TSOs was four days
shorter than the defined minimum time period of one month in line With Article 11(1) of
Regulation 2017/1485. The NRAs note that despite the time period, the deadline has been
clearly defined and communicated to the stakeholders. The NRAs agree that the missing four
days do not pose a significant barrier for the stakeholders to respond to the consultation, and
that the proposal can be processed regardless of this shortcoming related to the time period of
the consultation.

The Amended methodology for regional operational security coordination in Baltic capacity
calculation region proposal was submitted to the NRAs on 2 September 2020 together with a
separate explanatory document. The NRAs note that the amended ROSC proposal was not
submitted within 2 months after receiving the request for amendment from the NRAs, as
defined in Article 7(1) of Regulation 2017/1485. The NRAs however consider that since this
delay does not result in exceeding the maximum handling time of the approval process of 10
months counting from the submission of the first proposal and did not affect the NRAs
possibilities to properly assesses the proposal, the delay doesn’t have such a significant effect
to this process that the NRAs couldn’t take the decision. The NRAs were also informed by the
TSOs in advance of the upcoming delay, and conclude that the amended ROSC proposal can
be processed regardless of the delay in light of the reasoning above. Therefore, the NRAs
consider the delay acceptable.

The NRAs have assessed the amended ROSC proposal and note that the TSOs have amended
the proposal to describe the regional operational security coordination process in sufficient
clarity. The NRAs note that the wording and terminology has improved, and the amended
proposal includes an assessment of the expected impacts on the objectives. The
implementation plan of the amended ROSC proposal has also been clarified in line with the
request for amendment.

lll. All National Regulatory Authorities position
The NRAs are of the opinion that the Amended methodology for regional operational security
coordination in Baltic capacity calculation region proposal enables the achievement of the
objectives of Article 4 of Regulation 2017/1485.

As required in Regulation 2017/1485, the NRAs have consulted, closely cooperated, and
coordinated with each other in order to reach agreement. The NRAs have therefore reached an
agreement that the Amended proposal for regional operational security coordination in the
Baltic capacity calculation region meets the requirements of Regulation 2017/1485. The
NRAs agree to make their national decisions by October 20, 2020 in order to remain within
the maximum handling time of the approval process of 10 months counting from the
submission of the first proposal, as defined in Regulation 2017/1485.



IV. Conclusions
All NRAs have assessed, consulted and closely cooperated to reach an agreement that the
Amended proposal for regional operational security coordination in Baltic capacity
calculation region proposal meets the requirements of Regulation 2017/1485 and as such can
be approved by the NRAs.

The NRAs shall, on the basis of this agreed position paper, make their national decisions by
October 20 of 2020. The Amended methodology for regional operational security
coordination in Baltic capacity calculation region proposal will be adopted upon the decision
of the last the NRA in the Baltic capacity calculation region. Following the national decisions
by all NRAs, TSOs are required to publish the Amended methodology for regional
operational security coordination in Baltic capacity calculation region proposal as approved,
according to Article 8(1) of Regulation 2017/1485. All TSOs must respect the implementation
deadlines provided in the Amended methodology for regional operational security
coordination in Baltic capacity calculation region proposal.
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1. Introduction

Whereas

(1) This document is a Common Provisions of Baltic Capacity Calculation Region
(hereafter referred to as Baltic CCR) for Regional Operational Security Coordination
(hereafter referred to as Baltic ROSC) in accordance with articles 76 and 77 of
Commission Regulation (EU) 2017/1485 of 2 August 2017 (hereafter referred to as
the “SO Regulation”).

(2) These Common Provisions take into account general principles and goal set in SO
Regulation as well as Commission Regulation (EC) 2015/1222 establishing a
guideline on Capacity Allocation and Congestion Management (hereafter referred to
as the “CACM Regulation”).

(3) It is necessary to standardise operational security analysis at least per synchronous
area according to Article 75(1) of the SO Regulation respectively within CCR
according to Article 76(1) of the SO Regulation. General standardisation principles
defined in a common methodology for coordinated operational security analysis
(hereafter referred to as — CSAM) according to article 75 of the SO Regulation which
shall be considered as legal basis for these Common Provisions.

(4) These Common Provisions consider and where necessary complement the CSAM
and where necessary, the methodologies developed in accordance with article 35 of
the CACM Regulation (hereafter referred to as “CRC Methodology”) and article 74 of
the CACM Regulation (hereafter referred to as “CRCCS Methodology”).

(5) Articles 76 and 77 of the SO Regulation constitute the legal basis for these Common
Provisions and define several requirements that it should include at least:

a) conditions and frequency of intraday coordination of operational security
analysis and updates to the common grid model by the RSC;

b) the methodology for the preparation of Remedial actions (hereafter referred to
as - RAs) managed in a coordinated way, considering their cross-border
relevance as determined in accordance with article 35 of CACM, taking into
account the requirements in articles 20 to 23 of the SO Regulation and
determining at least:

i. the procedure for exchanging the information of the available RAs
between relevant TSOs and the RSC;

ii. the classification of constraints and the RAs in accordance with article
22 of the SO Regulation;

iii. the identification of the most effective and economically efficient RAs in
case of operational security violations referred to in article 22 of the SO
Regulation;

iv. the preparation and activation of RAs in accordance with article 23(2)
of the SO Regulation;

v. the sharing of the costs of RAs referred to in article 22 of the SO
Regulation, complementing, where necessary, the common
methodology developed in accordance with article 74 of the CACM
Regulation.
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(6) In conclusion, these Common Provisions document shall contribute to the general
objectives of the SO Regulation to the benefit of all TSOs, regulatory authorities and
market participants.

(7) Common Provisions of Baltic ROSC may be amended and specified in the future
considering the upcoming requirements from Regulation (EU) 2019/943 of the
European Parliament and of the Council of 5 June 2019 on the internal market for
electricity.

1.1 Definitions and abbreviations

For the purposes of the Common Provisions of Baltic ROSC, the terms used in this
document shall have the meaning of the definitions included in article 3 of the SO Regulation,
article 2 of the CACM Regulation, article 2 of the Regulation 543/2013, article 2 of CSAM
and the other items of legislation referenced therein. In addition, the following definitions
shall apply:

Available remedial action - is a remedial action which is available to solve constraints. It
includes the needed technical and cost information.

Baltic TSOs - the transmission system operators for electricity of the Republic of Estonia,
the Republic of Latvia and the Republic of Lithuania.

Baltic RSC - Baltic regional security coordinator, which provides service for three Baltic
TSOs in the following countries: the Republic of Estonia, the Republic of Latvia and the
Republic of Lithuania. Baltic RSC area of operation also includes cross-borders between
EE-FI, EE-LV, LV-LT, LT-SE and LT-PL.

Baltic RSC Agreement — Means Baltic regional security coordinator agreement signed by
Elering, AST and Litgrid on 31 October 2016.

TSOs of Baltic CCR - the transmission system operators for electricity of the Republic of
Estonia, the Republic of Finland, the Republic of Latvia, the Republic of Lithuania, the
Republic of Poland and Sweden.

Baltic CCM - means Capacity calculation methodology within the Baltic Capacity
Calculation region in accordance with article 20(2) of the Commission Regulation (EU)
2015/1222.

CRCCS Methodology - means the “Baltic CCR TSOs common methodology for
redispatching and countertrading cost sharing in accordance with article 74 of the CACM
Regulation.

Baltic CGM - Common grid model consisting of Baltic TSOs’ individual grid models and grid
model data from adjacent third countries’ TSOs operating in the same synchronous area.

Identified Constraint - is a couple of elements composed by one (or more) assessed
elements and the contingency leading to a violation of an operational security limit or a
function of this operational security limit.
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Assessed Element - is a network element for which the electrical state is evaluated in the
regional or cross-regional process and which value is expected to fulfil regional rules
function of the operational security limits. Assessed Elements list shall consist of Secured
Elements and Scanned Elements.

Secured Element - is an Assessed Element on which operational security limit violations
shall be identified and relieved in a coordinated way.

Scanned Element - is an Assessed Element on which operational security limit violations
shall be monitored.

Coordinated operational security analysis (COSA) - means an operational security
analysis performed by each TSO on a common grid model, in accordance with Article 72(2)
- 72(4) of the SO Regulation.

Coordinated regional operational security assessment (CROSA) - means an
operational security analysis performed by RSC on a common grid model, in accordance
with Article 78 of the SO Regulation.

Quantitative approach — a mathematical computation method for determining a cross-
border relevance of remedial action, defined in accordance with articles 15(4) and 15(5) of
CSAM.

Qualitative approach - an empirically based method for determining a cross-border
relevance of remedial action.

Abbreviations

CGM — common grid model;

IGM - individual grid model;

ROSC - regional operational security coordination;
RA - remedial action;

XRA — cross-border relevant remedial action;
RSC - regional security coordinator;

NRA - national regulatory authority;

RT — reference time;

DA — day-ahead;

ID — intraday;

CNE - critical network element;
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HVDC - high-voltage direct current;

XNE - cross-border relevant network element;

OPDE - operational planning data environment;

2. General provisions for regional operational security coordination

process
1.

All TSOs of Baltic CCR and Baltic RSC shall manage operational security limits
violations and RAs that are deemed internal and cross-border relevant within Baltic
CCR, in a coordinated way with the affected TSOs for day-ahead and intraday
CROSA processes.

All TSOs of the Baltic CCR and Baltic RSC shall perform regional operational security
coordination in day-ahead and intraday timeframes for Baltic CCR in accordance with
the provisions of this document.

Coordinated operational security analysis (hereafter referred to as COSA) process
shall be performed by each TSO for the DA and ID timeframe processes. COSA
requires the TSO to perform contingency analysis on year-ahead, DA and ID CGMs
to ensure that any contingency does not create situation where operational security
limits are exceeded in its control area.

Coordinated regional operational security assessment (hereafter referred to as
CROSA) shall be performed by Baltic RSC in coordination with TSOs for the DA and
ID timeframe processes. CROSA requires the Baltic RSC to perform regional
operational security assessment at least to all TSOs of the capacity calculation
region. If a constraint is detected, it shall recommend to the relevant TSO the most
effective and economically efficient remedial action (hereinafter — RA). Baltic RSC
also coordinates the preparation of RAs with and among TSOs to enable coordinated
activation of RAs in real-time by TSOs and cross-border relevant remedial actions
(XRAs) with other RSCs.

Prior to the start of the ROSC process for IGM preparation purposes, each TSO shall
have the right to perform a local preliminary assessment in order to detect any
violations of operational security limits on internal grid elements. Each TSO may
choose whether or not to relieve violations of operational security limits on internal
network elements using non-cross-border relevant remedial actions.

When preparing IGMs, each TSO shall include any non-cross-border relevant
remedial actions resulting from the local preliminary assessment.

Each Baltic TSO shall inform all TSOs of Baltic CCR and Baltic RSC about any RA
inclusion in its IGM.

Baltic RSC shall perform CROSA on the basis of the CGM, the contingency list and
the operational security limits provided by TSOs. It shall deliver the results of the
CROSA at least to all TSOs of Baltic CCR. When it detects a constraint, it shall
recommend to the relevant TSOs the most effective and economically efficient RAs
and may also recommend RAs other than those provided by the TSOs.
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All TSOs shall ensure that the principles of cost-sharing of XRAs determined in
accordance with Baltic CRCCS Methodology are treated in a consistent way. In
addition to this, the additional cost sharing principles are determined in Article 5.7 of
these Common Provisions.

3. Definition of input data for coordinated operational security

analysis processes

3.1 Contingency list

1.

Each TSO of Baltic CCR shall establish the list of contingencies to be analysed in DA
and ID security analysis processes in accordance with article 33 of the SO
Regulation.

Each TSO of Baltic CCR shall provide contingency list to Baltic RSC which shall be
used for DA and ID security analysis processes.

If necessary, each TSO of Baltic CCR shall update its contingency list and provide
updated contingency list to Baltic RSC.

Baltic RSC shall create a common contingency list to be used during CROSA
processes based on the latest individual list provided by each TSO of Baltic CCR for
DA and ID security analysis processes.

Baltic RSC shall make consistency check of provided Contingency list in accordance
to article 4.1.

In case if data is inconsistent and there is sufficient time until further CROSA process
steps, Baltic RSC shall inform relevant TSO. TSO shall send corrected contingency
list. In case if data is inconsistent and there is insufficient time until further CROSA
process steps, Baltic RSC shall use the latest available contingency list.

Baltic RSC shall use the latest available common contingency list in DA and ID
CROSA processes in Baltic CCR.

3.2 Assessed Elements, XNEs and operational security limits

1.

Each TSO of Baltic CCR shall define the list of Assessed Elements which are relevant
for CROSA in Baltic CCR, considering its observability area and operational security
limits in accordance with article 25 of the SO Regulation. Each TSO shall not include
any reliability margin to operational security limits. Assessed Elements list shall
consist of Secured Elements and Scanned Elements.

Secured Elements shall be all critical network elements (hereafter referred to as
CNEs) and all network elements which voltage level is equal or above 330 kV and all
HVDC systems.

Each TSO of Baltic CCR, which is a part of more than one CCR, shall have the right
to exclude any element from the Secured Elements list which is subject to CROSA
within other CCR.

The cross-border relevant network elements of Baltic CCR (hereafter referred to as
XNEs) are Secured Elements defined in accordance with paragraph 2 of this article.

7
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5. Each TSO of Baltic CCR shall have the right to exclude any element from Secured
Elements list of their own control area, except CNEs, if all TSOs of Baltic CCR agree.

6. Each TSO of Baltic CCR may define Scanned Elements which shall be part of
CROSA process.

7. Scanned Elements can be any element with a voltage level lower than 330 kV which
is modelled in the IGM and any element excluded from the Secured Elements list.

8. Each TSO of Baltic CCR shall provide Assessed Elements list to Baltic RSC which
shall be used for DA and ID security analysis processes.

9. If necessary, each TSO of Baltic CCR shall update its Assessed Elements list and
provide updated Assessed Elements list to Baltic RSC.

10.Baltic RSC shall create a common Assessed Elements list to be used during CROSA
processes based on the latest individual list provided by each TSO of Baltic CCR and
share the common list with TSOs of Baltic CCR.

11.Baltic RSC shall make consistency check of provided Assessed Elements list in
accordance to article 4.1.

12.In case if data is inconsistent and there is sufficient time until further CROSA process
steps, Baltic RSC shall inform relevant TSO. TSO shall send corrected Assessed
Elements list. In case if data is inconsistent and there is insufficient time until further
CROSA process steps, Baltic RSC shall use latest available Assessed Elements list.

13.Baltic RSC shall use the latest available Assessed Elements listin DA and ID CROSA
processes in Baltic CCR.

3.3 Remedial actions

1. Each TSO of Baltic CCR shall design RAs in accordance with article 14 of CSAM.

2. When preparing RAs, each TSO of Baltic CCR shall consider RAs defined in
accordance with article 22 of the SO Regulation.

3. All TSOs of Baltic CCR, in coordination with Baltic RSC, shall identify whether a RAs
prepared in accordance with paragraph 1 of this Article are cross-border relevant
using the rules described in Article 5.1.

4. Provided RA data shall at least contain this information:

a. RA availability timeframe;

b. Expected cost;

c. Activation time;

d. Any additional information which is relevant for RA application.

5. When preparing RAs, each TSO of Baltic CCR shall consider restrictions which may
limit the usage of RAs. At least following types of restrictions shall be considered:

a. Technical limitations such as ramping restrictions, min/max output power,
min/max redispatch or power change through HVDC systems;

b. Operational restrictions and usage rules such as switching limitations,
available range of taps, dependencies between topology measures;

c. Procedural restrictions resulting from timing issues due to local or regional
processes.
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Baltic CCR TSOs shall provide the information on possible restrictions identified in
accordance with article 3.3.5(a)-(c) to the Baltic RSC together with the list of available
RAs.

3.4 Individual and common grid model provisions

1.

All TSOs of Baltic CCR shall prepare Individual Grid Model (hereafter referred to as
IGM) which should be used in security analysis processes. IGMs shall be provided to
the operational data planning environment (hereafter referred to as — OPDE)
according to article 70(2) of the SO Regulation.

OPDE shall be used for IGM and CGM data exchange between TSOs and Baltic
RSC.

All TSOs of Baltic CCR shall have the right to perform a local preliminary assessment
and choose whether to relieve operational security limit violations in its IGM.

All TSOs of Baltic CCR may include in its IGM any non-cross-border relevant
preventive RAs, obtained during local preliminary assessment.

All TSOs of Baltic CCR shall include in its IGM preventive RAs, which were agreed
and coordinated during the previous CROSA processes.

Baltic TSOs of Baltic CCR shall inform Baltic RSC about any included RAs in their
IGMs.

. Baltic RSC shall have the right to download those IGMs which are necessary for

Baltic CGM creation.

Baltic RSC shall merge IGMs of Baltic TSOs into Baltic CGM including relevant parts
of grid models of same synchronous area if necessary.

IGMs and CGM (Baltic CGM) shall be prepared according to common grid model
methodology developed in accordance with article 70(1) of the SO Regulation.

4. Provisions for regional security coordinator

4.1 Data consistency evaluation

1.

Baltic RSC shall monitor consistency and correctness of input data provided by each
TSO of Baltic CCR which is defined in article 3 of these Common Provisions
considering at least:

a. Files format correctness;

b. Data consistency within IGM and CGM;

c. Data consistency within previous CROSA processes and timeframes;
Baltic RSC shall check the consistency between included RAs in the IGM by each
Baltic TSO and information shared in accordance with articles 2.7 and 3.4.5. In case
of inconsistency Baltic RSC shall inform relevant TSO about this fact and obtain
explanation from the TSO with corrected data.
If Baltic RSC identify issues or incorrect information in provided input data, then Baltic
RSC shall inform relevant TSOs and request the data correction and updates.
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4.2 CROSA within Baltic CCR

1.

2.

CROSA shall be performed for DA timeframe in accordance with article 6 and for ID
timeframe in accordance with article 7.

Baltic RSC shall perform CROSA based on Baltic CGM created in accordance with
article 3.4.

All TSOs of Baltic CCR shall exchange with relevant TSOs and Baltic RSC the
information on available RAs for DA and ID CROSA processes which can be used in
Baltic CCR.

. Baltic RSC shall gather all the data needed to perform the CROSA, including:

a. common list of contingencies, in accordance with article 3.1;

b. common list of Assessed Elements, in accordance with article 3.2;

c. list of available RAs in accordance with articles 3.3 and 5.3 with determined
their cross-border relevance in accordance with Article 5.2.

Baltic RSC shall assess the completeness and consistency of each input data file
provided by each TSO of Baltic CCR in accordance with article 4.1. In case of any
inconsistency in the delivered files, the Baltic RSC shall report this fact to the relevant
TSO and request their data correction and updating.

When performing CROSA, Baltic RSC shall:

a. perform operational security analysis (which covers power flow and
contingency analysis) and identify operational security violations for DA and
ID planning processes in N-situation and in (N-1) situation;

b. provide operational security analysis results to all TSOs of Baltic CCR;

c. recommend to the relevant TSOs RAs which would relieve operational security
violations on Secured elements identified during CROSA in accordance with
article 5.4;

d. coordinate the TSOs acceptance of proposed RAs and share the information
about the agreed RAs between with all TSOs of Baltic CCR.

Baltic RSC shall perform the CROSA in accordance with article 30 of CSAM, taking
into account the following conditions:

a. Baltic RSC shall exchange the results of the CROSA process with relevant
RSCs of adjacent CCRs for cross-regional coordination.

b. Baltic RSC shall coordinate with RSCs of adjacent CCRs the operational
security violations on the overlapping XNEs in accordance with article 27 of
CSAM and its amendment.

Baltic RSC shall inform all affected TSOs about the results of such cross-regional
coordination.

4.3 RAs monitoring

1.

Baltic RSC during CROSA processes shall check the correct inclusion of the agreed
RAs in TSOs IGMs for relevant timeframes.

10
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If Baltic RSC identifies that previously agreed RA has not been included in the IGM
by a TSO, Baltic RSC shall contact the relevant TSO. Informed TSO shall fix the
issues and provide updated IGM for further CROSA process steps.

5. RAs preparation, coordination and activation provisions

5.1 Identification of XRAs

1.

All TSOs of Baltic CCR shall qualitatively identify the cross-border relevance of each
RA in accordance with articles 14 and 15 of CSAM. In case of a disagreement of the
results, the TSOs and Baltic RSC shall apply a quantitative approach in accordance
with article 15(4) and article 15(5) of CSAM.

In case of using quantitative approach, the assessment shall be done at least on the
XNEC elements in accordance with article 15(4) of CSAM.

In case of using quantitative approach, all RAs shall be considered as cross-border
relevant which influence factor for at least one element defined in accordance with
paragraph 2 is greater than 5%.

TSOs of Baltic CCR may delegate the task of performing calculations of RA influence
factors in case of quantitative approach to Baltic RSC.

All RAs that are not identified as cross-border relevant shall be deemed as non-cross-
border relevant.

5.2 Exchanging the information of the available RAs inside CCR

1.

All TSOs of Baltic CCR shall provide the list of available RAs to concerned TSOs and
Baltic RSC for the purpose of DA and ID CROSA processes in Baltic CCR. The list
of available RAs shall be updated depending on TSOs’ needs. TSO shall inform other
TSOs and Baltic RSC about any updates of this list.
When providing to Baltic RSC the list of RAs, each TSO shall also consider and
provide already agreed RAs from previous coordinated regional operational security
assessments of the same MTU, except if:

a. an unforeseen event has made a RA unavailable, or

b. the RA has become technically unavailable, or

c. a new more effective and efficient RA has become available.
If RA from previous CROSA process is no longer available, TSO shall provide reason
to Baltic RSC, why RA is not available for CROSA process.

5.3 Exchanging the information of the available RAs cross-CCR

1.

3.

Baltic RSC shall coordinate with RSCs of adjacent CCRs during the CROSA process,
any usage of RA which has the impact across CCR(s) (hereafter referred to as cross-
CCR overlapping XRA).

. Baltic RSC shall exchange all relevant results of the CROSA process within Baltic

CCR and with RSCs of adjacent CCRs in order to coordinate cross-CCR overlapping
XRAs between Baltic CCR and adjacent CCRs.

TSOs in coordination with RSCs shall relieve congestions on overlapping XNEs and
shall coordinate cross-CCR overlapping XRAs impacting these overlapping XNEs in

11
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accordance with the proposal for amendment to be developed in accordance with
article 27(3) of CSAM.

Baltic RSC shall inform all TSOs about the results of the coordination with RSCs of
adjacent CCRs on respective cross-CCR overlapping XRAs.

5.4 Identification of the most effective and economically efficient RAs

1.

In DA and ID CROSA processes, Baltic RSC shall make the recommendation for the
implementation of the most effective and economically efficient RAs to the concerned
TSOs.

If necessary, Baltic RSC shall assess in coordination with the concerned TSOs and
RSCs of adjacent CCRs the effectiveness and economic efficiency of RA prior to the
implementation in a DA and ID CROSA processes.

When the Baltic RSC recommends RAs, it shall primarily recommend non-costly RAs.
If there are no non-costly RAs which relieve operational security limit violations or
their efficiency is insufficient, then Baltic RSC shall recommend also costly RAs.

5.5 Coordination of RAs

1.

TSOs and Baltic RSC shall relieve congestions on Secured Elements and shall
coordinate XRAs impacting these Secured Elements in accordance with the proposal
for amendment to be developed in accordance with article 27(3) of CSAM.

In case of a detected violation of operational security limits, Baltic RSC shall
recommend to the concerned TSO an appropriate RA from the available RAs
provided by the TSOs. Baltic RSC may also recommend RAs other than those
provided by the TSOs. Such kind of recommendation for RA shall be justified by Baltic
RSC and validated by the concerned TSO.

When recommending RA in accordance with paragraph 2 of this article, Baltic RSC
shall take into account possible restrictions identified in accordance with article 3.3.6
which may limit its usage.

RAs identified for relieving operational security limit violations in accordance with
paragraph 3 of this article:

a. shall not lead to additional violations of operational security limits on Scanned
Elements;

b. should not worsen existing operational security limit violations on Scanned
Elements.

Each TSO shall assess whether the recommended RAs meet the following
conditions:

a. the RA is considered available for the specific market time unit in a consistent
manner from the time frame of its decision in the coordination process up to
all the subsequent timeframes of security analyses including the real time;

b. the RA should relieve violations on the Secured Elements;

c. the RA is not setting the affected TSO’s grid in an alert or emergency state
based on the CGM used in the coordination process;

12
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d. the RA is not leading to any violations of operational security limits on
Assessed Elements after the simulation of the corresponding contingency
based on the CGM used in the coordination process;

e. the RA is considered the most effective and economically efficient RA to
relieve the congestion.

When the concerned TSO accepts the proposed RA, this RA shall be deemed agreed
and included in the IGM, updated by a TSO according to article 21 of CSAM.

When a TSO rejects the recommended RA, the TSO shall provide an explanation for
this decision to the Baltic RSC and the other affected TSOs. The concerned TSO
shall identify with the Baltic RSC and other TSOs alternative RAs to relieve the
operational security limits violations or leave the violation if there is possibility to solve
it during the next CROSA process.

5.6 Activation of RAs

1.
2.

Each TSO shall activate the RAs agreed in DA and ID CROSA processes in due time.
Where security violations remain unsolved at the end of each coordination process,
the concerned TSOs shall agree on the necessary RAs in real-time operation in order
to coordinate the management of these remaining violations of operational security
limits.

If RAs agreed during DA and ID CROSA processes and activated in relevant
timeframe turn out to be insufficient to solve all congestions in real time, affected TSO
shall activate any other available RAs in real time operations in order to maintain
operational security. Involved TSOs shall inform Baltic RSC about activated
additional RAs.

The following conditions for the activation of the proposed RA shall be met:

a. this RA is considered available in a consistent manner from the time frame of
its decision to all the subsequent timeframes of security analyses, up to real
time,

b. this RA is considered the most effective and economically efficient to relieve
violations of operational security limits,

c. when this RA is preventive, it shall not set the affected TSO’s grid in an alert
or emergency state based on the CGMs used for its decision,

d. when this RA is curative, it is not leading to a violation of an operational
security limit in the affected TSO’s grid after the simulation of the
corresponding contingency based on the CGMs used for its decision.

If an agreed RA becomes unnecessary, the concerned TSO can decline an activation
of a RA or can deactivate an already activated RA. The concerned TSO shall ensure
that declining an activation respectively the deactivation of the RA is not deemed
cross-border impacting and does not affect other TSOs. The concerned TSO shall
provide an explanation for this decision to Baltic RSC and the other TSOs.

13
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5.7 Sharing of the costs of RAs

1.

The cost sharing principles for XRA agreed in the DA and ID CROSA processes and
in real-time operations shall apply to the following situations:

a. Cost sharing principles of XRAs implicated by CROSA processes on a XNE
for which the costs attributed to them shall be shared among the involved
TSOs according to “Baltic CCR TSOs common methodology for redispatching
and countertrading cost sharing in accordance with article 74 of the
Commission Regulation (EU) 2015/1222 of 24 July 2015 establishing a
guideline on capacity allocation and congestion management®.

b. In situations where XRAs are activated to relieve violations on XNE that
belongs solely to one TSO control area (i.e. not cross-border
interconnections), the costs attributed to XRAs shall be covered solely by the
XNE connecting TSO.

c. Insituations where non-XRAs are activated, the costs of RAs shall be covered
by TSO in that control area where the violations of the network elements were
relieved.

6. Day-ahead CROSA

1.

2.

All TSOs of Baltic CCR in coordination with Baltic RSC shall perform DA CROSA
managing violations of operational security limits and XRAs within Baltic CCR.

Baltic DA CROSA shall be performed in accordance with articles 23 and 33 of CSAM.
The local aspects including data provision, coordination of results applied in Baltic
region should be followed as described in Annex 1 (Table 1) of these Common
Provisions.

CROSA in DA timeframe shall be performed on the basis of a best forecast approach
which shall be established in accordance with the following:

a. Each TSO shall not include any reliability margin to its operational security
limits in accordance with article 3.2.1.

b. IGMs and subsequent CGMs shall include load and intermittent generation
forecasts, market results, schedules and planned topology of the transmission
system in accordance with article 70(3) of the SO Regulation.

c. RAs shall be included in the IGMs and the subsequent CGMs in accordance
to article 3.4.5.

DA CROSA process steps shall be performed during TO to T5 reference time
(hereafter referred to as RT) according to Annex 1 (table 1) and article 33(1) of CSAM.
The default values shall apply: T0=18.00 CET; T1= 19.00 CET; T2=20.00 CET;
T3=20.45 CET; T4=21.30 CET; T5= 22.00 CET. If possible, to implement, all TSOs
of Baltic CCR shall have the right amend timings between TO to T5 during
implementation phase according to Baltic CCR peculiarities if this does not conflict
with cross-CCR coordination procedures and commonly agreed processes within
other CCRs.

Where violations of operational security limits remain at the end of the DA CROSA,
the concerned TSOs and Baltic RSC shall agree on the objectives and the needed
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steps to follow in intraday, in order to improve the management of these remaining
violations. The objectives could be such as but not limited to:

a. Third countries influence

b. Time restrictions in order to perform CROSA on time
Concerned TSOs of Baltic CCR and Baltic RSC shall organise a teleconference in
order to validate outcomes of DA CROSA process.

7. Intraday CROSA

1.

2.

All TSOs of Baltic CCR in coordination with Baltic RSC shall perform ID CROSA and
coordinate XRAs within Baltic CCR.

Baltic ID CROSA shall be performed in accordance with the process description
introduced in Annex 1 (Table 2) of these Common Provisions, taking into account
provisions introduced in article 24 of CSAM.

ID CROSA process shall be performed at least three times a day. The following
reference timing for ID CROSA shall apply: 00:00, 08:00, and 16:00 CET, which will
cover at least all market time units of following eight hours horizons from the reference
time. Additional timeframes or extended horizons shall be agreed among TSOs upon
their request and technical feasibilities during implementation or operational phases.
ID CROSA shall be performed on the basis of a best forecast approach, where the
forecasted situation of each timestamp in the ID timeframe shall be established in
accordance with Article 6.3(a)-(c).

When the results of the CROSA have significantly evolved with a regional impact
compared to the previous ones, then the affected TSOs shall coordinate with the
Baltic RSC, in order to:

a. Share information about the significant changes of results, at least flows;

b. Agree on change of previously agreed RA or on new XRA which may become
required due to moving closer to or exceeding the operational security limits.

Baltic RSC shall ensure in ID CROSA that:

a. violations of operational security limits on XNE with contingency identified are
relieved using at least the RAs provided by TSOs. If violation is not relieved,
then Baltic RSC shall strive to find and recommend additional available RA
following the rules described in article 5.5.2.

b. each TSO affected by XRA is informed about the violations of operational
security limits to be solved by this RA.

When the conditions for implementation of RAs in accordance with article 5.5 are not
met, each affected TSO shall accept or reject the implementation of the proposed
RA. In case of rejection of the RA by one or several TSO(s) of Baltic CCR, the
concerned TSO(s) shall provide an explanation for the decision.

All TSOs of Baltic CCR shall consider the results and agreed RAs of the ID CROSA
in real-time operation. Where security violations remain unresolved at the end of each
ID CROSA, the concerned TSOs shall activate necessary actions in real-time
operation in accordance with article 5.6.3 and coordinate the management of these
remaining violations of operational security limits.
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8. Organisation of ROSC

8.1 Governance and operation of regional security coordinator

1.

Baltic RSC shall be the service provider for the TSOs of Baltic CCR. Baltic RSC
shall perform the tasks delegated by the TSOs of Baltic CCR in accordance with
Article 9 of these Common Provisions.

. Baltic RSC shall

c. provide to all TSOs of Baltic CCR coordination services for the secure and
efficient operation of the transmission system;

d. build consistent regional data according to Article 3 of these Common
Provisions;

e. facilitate regional operational security coordination and perform the
coordinated regional operational security assessment;

f. make recommendations to TSOs of Baltic CCR in relation to the services they
provide; and

g. support the harmonisation of operational procedures and standards
supporting TSOs of Baltic CCR to maintain security of supply.

Parties of the Baltic RSC Agreement shall be responsible for the operation of the
Baltic RSC office(s) and each of these party shall take all necessary measures and
allocate necessary and agreed resources enabling the office(s) to operate and
deliver the agreed coordination services in accordance with Article 9.3.

. The overall cooperation between the TSOs of Baltic CCR shall be governed by

Baltic CCR steering committee.

The security of supply will remain the responsibility of each individual TSO of Baltic
CCR according to national laws and regulations. The responsibility for secure
system operation and any decision taken based on services provided by Baltic RSC
shall remain with the TSOs of Baltic CCR.

8.2 Regional Security coordinator governing area

1.

Baltic RSC governing area is equal to area defined according to the decision on
Capacity Calculation Regions (CCRs) in accordance with article 15(1) of the
Commission Regulation (EU) 2015/1222 for Baltic CCR and include following TSOs
responsibility areas:

a. Estonian TSO - “Elering AS”;

b. Latvian TSO - “Augstsprieguma tikls”;

c. Lithuanian TSO - “LITGRID AB”;
For coordinated regional operational security processes the following Baltic CCR’s
cross-border interconnections are considered:

a. Estonia - Finland, Estonian TSO and Finnish TSO;
Estonia - Latvia, Estonian TSO and Latvian TSO;
Latvia - Lithuania, Latvian TSO and Lithuanian TSO;
Lithuania — Sweden, Lithuanian TSO and Swedish TSO;
Lithuania — Poland, Lithuanian TSO and Polish TSO.

©cooo
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3. The responsibility for secure system operation and any decision taken based on

services from Baltic RSC shall remain with the all TSOs of Baltic CCR.

9. Appointment of RSC and delegation of tasks to RSC

1.

All TSOs of Baltic CCR appoint Baltic RSC as a regional security coordinator that will
perform tasks listed in accordance with article 77(3) of the SO Regulation in the Baltic
CCR.

Baltic RSC will perform the tasks listed in article 77 (3) of the SO Regulation in the
Baltic CCR for all TSOs of Baltic CCR in a transparent and non-discriminatory
manner.

In accordance with article 77(3) of the SO Regulation all TSOs of Baltic CCR delegate
the following tasks to Baltic RSC, which should be carried out accordingly:

a. regional operational security coordination in accordance with article 78 of the
SO Regulation in order to support TSOs of Baltic CCR fulfil their obligations
for the year-ahead, DA and ID timeframes in accordance with articles 34(3),
72 and 74 of the SO Regulation;

b. building a common grid model in accordance with article 79 of the SO
Regulation and article 3.4 of these Common Provisions.

c. regional outage coordination in accordance with article 80 of the SO
Regulation, in order to support TSOs of Baltic CCR to fulfil their obligations in
accordance with articles 98 and 100 of SO Regulation;

d. regional adequacy assessment in accordance with article 81 of the SO
Regulation, in order to support TSOs of Baltic CCR fulfil their obligations in
accordance with article 107 of SO Regulation.

9.1 Cooperation and coordination

1.

2.

Baltic RSC will implement the common provision of the tasks in close consultation
and cooperation with All TSOs of Baltic CCR.
If Baltic RSC fails to provide service on a daily basis, all TSOs shall have the
possibility to coordinate the process by and among themselves.
Until Baltic region is in the same synchronous area with continental Europe, the
cooperation with adjacent RSCs operating in other regions (for example: Nordic RSC
or TSCNET) should be handled through relevant TSOs of Baltic CCR. However, all
TSOs of Baltic CCR have the right to delegate this task to Baltic RSC if the service
could be fully implementable and provided by Baltic RSC.
CROSA process requires the interaction among the following TSOs:

a. Estonian TSO - “Elering AS”;
Latvian TSO - “AS Augstsprieguma tikls”;
Lithuanian TSO - “Litgrid AB”;
Finnish TSO - “Fingrid Oyj”;
Swedish TSO - “Affarsverket svenska kraftnat”;
Polish TSO - “Polskie Sieci Elektroenergetyczne S.A.”.

~0ooo00o

The process requires the interactions with the following adjacent RSCs:
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. All TSOs of Baltic CCR and Baltic RSC shall implement Common Provisions of Baltic

11.
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a. Nordic RSC - RSC responsible for the CROSA processes in Nordic Capacity
Calculation region.
b. TSCNET, CORESO - RSCs responsible for the CROSA processes in Core
Capacity Calculation region.
Any dispute between the RSCs and between Baltic RSC and all TSOs of Baltic CCR
arising out of or in connection with this methodology shall be settled amicably
between the TSOs of Baltic CCR. In case the dispute cannot be settled amicably
between these parties within 60 calendar days after having been notified hereof, the
dispute shall be finally settled by an arbitration process.

. Baltic RSC with adjacent RSC(s) shall agree on a contractual framework defining the

rules for operation of RSCs and the liability between RSCs.

Implementation timescale

ROSC without undue delay after all the following provisions are met:
a. regulatory approval and implementation of the amendments of CSAM in
accordance with article 27(3), article 21(6) and article 30 of CSAM;
b. implementation of Common Grid Model Methodology in accordance with
articles 67(1) and 70(1) of SO Regulation;
c. development, testing and implementation of the IT tools, systems and
procedures required to support the Common Provisions of Baltic ROSC;

. The Common Provisions of Baltic ROSC shall be implemented taking into account

the provisions set out in CRC and CRCCS Methodologies.

In accordance with article 46(5) of CSAM, all TSOs of Baltic CCR and Baltic RSC
shall implement the requirements set forth in Common Provisions of Baltic ROSC
concerning cross-regional operational security coordination in six months after the
requirements have been implemented in accordance with paragraph 1 of this Article.
Until the CROSA processes will be developed and implemented in Baltic CCR and
adjacent CCRs which will allow consistent and efficient coordination on TSOs level
and on cross-regional level, the security analysis coordination shall be performed
among TSOs of Baltic CCR

After the Baltic TSOs control areas synchronization with continental Europe, these
Common provisions of Baltic ROSC shall be revised and amended as necessary.

Language

The reference language for the Common Provisions of Baltic ROSC shall be English. For
the avoidance of doubt, where TSOs need to translate the Common Provisions of Baltic
ROSC into their national language(s), in the event of inconsistencies between the English
version and any version in another language, the relevant TSOs shall, in accordance with
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national legislation, provide the relevant national regulatory authorities with an updated
translation of the Common Provisions of Baltic ROSC.
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Annex 1: Day-ahead and Intraday CROSA processes

Table 1. Day-ahead coordinated regional operational security assessment process

ROSC of Baltic CCR

Ste Time Time
From (Actor) | To from until Activity for Actor Output information
P (CET) | (CET)
Relevant | Update: security limits for Assessed Elements; Assessed elemgnt .“S.t’ ngtwork
RSC(SA) . . e elements security limits list,
TSOs contingency list; RAs list; . . .
contingency list, RAs list
1 TO
Baltic TSOs ®RSC(CGM) Perform local preliminary assessment, provide IGMs
IGMs
RSC(SA Check the consistency of IGMs. If needed, Request of correct IGMs
(SA), request for corrected IGMs
2 RSC (CGM) . T0 T1
Baltic TSOs Baltic CGM
Creation of Baltic CGM
Perform a coordinated regional operational Report on detected constrains and
3 RSC (SA) TSOs T1 T2 security assessment and share the results P
propose RAs
between relevant TSOs.
T2 T3 TSOs evaluate assessment results. TSOs _
4 TSOs RSC(SA) shall: Coordinated RAs, updated IGMs

¢ inform RSCs about acceptance of RAs;

" RSC(SA) means RSC security analysis service

2 RSC(CGM) means RSC individual and common grid model service
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Baltic TSOs RSC(CGM) Provide updated IGMs with agreed RAs Updated IGMs with agreed RAs
Creation of Baltic CGM
RSC(CGM) Sslc(sfl_AS)O Updated Baltic CGM
altic S RSCs provide updated CGM.
RSC(SA) TSOs T3 T4 RSC perform a. coordinated cross-regional | Report on detected constrains and
operational security assessment propose RAs.
TSOs-> Final results coordination and consolidation
TSOs, RSC(SA) T4 T5 session shall be according to Article 33 of SO | Report on final results, agreed RAs
RSC(SA) RSC(SA)-> Regulation. Final results should be agreed and | and possible constraints.
TSOs confirmed between TSOs and RSCs.
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Table 2. Intraday (ID) coordinated regional operational security assessment process

From Time Time
Step (Actor) To from until Activity for Actor Output information
(CET) (CET)
) T Assessed element list, network
1 Relevant RSC(SA) SRT-95 ID Update: securlt.y limits fgr ,.Assessfec? elements security limits list,
TSOs Elements; contingency list; RAs list; . . :
contingency list, RAs list
5 Baltic TSOs | RSC(CGM) | RT-95ID | RT-60 ID Provide: IGMs with updated Net positions
and flows IGMs
3 RSC(CGM) | Baltic TSOs | RT-60ID | RT-55 | | CNeck the consistency of IGMs. If Request of correct IGMs
needed, request for corrected IGMs
4 RSC(CGM) |RSC(SA) | RT-55ID |RT-45ID | Creation of CGM Provide CGM files for respective
timeframes
5 RSC (SA) TSOs RT-451D | RT-20 ID Perform SA. Provide assessment results | Report on detected constrains and
to relevant TSOs. propose RAs
Report, distribute and coordinate the .
6 TSOs/ RSC(SA)/ RT-20ID | RT-10 ID | assessment results with TSOs of Baltic Report O.n final resglts, agreed RAs
RSC(SA) TSOs and possible constraints.
CCR and RSCs

3 Note: For example, RT-95 means: 95 minutes until reference time
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