


 

 

Compromise proposal on art 19: cross-border coordination of gas quality in the natural gas system 

 

 

 

1. Background 

 

Commission’s proposal on Article 19 of the Gas Regulation introduced a comprehensive mechanism to solve 

restrictions to gas cross-border flows caused by different technical specifications, with the clear objective of 

preserving cross-border trade and market integration, involving TSOs, NRAs and ACER.   

 

Council’s general approach and EP’s mandate are very close in architecture, preserving the basic design of such 

mechanism and its objective. The main differences are as follows: 

 

a) In case a restriction in cross border flows is recognised, according to paragraph 6, concerned NRAs shall 

take a joint coordinated decision for either maintaining or removing such restriction. The decision of 

maintaining the restriction: 

 

- EP mandate: is possible for all restrictions due to differences in gas quality. 

- Council: is only possible for restrictions caused by hydrogen blending in the gas network, by introducing 

paragraph 6a. 

 

b) Once such restriction is maintained: 

 

- EP mandate: a revision of the situation shall be carried out every 4 years, carried out by the relevant NRAs 

(paragraph 6) or ACER (paragraph 10), depending if the decision was taken by the NRAs or ACER 

respectively. 

- Council: there is no periodic revision envisaged. 

 

c) The EP mandate proposes in paragraph 11 to harmonise the natural gas quality specifications in EU 

legislation. 

 

  



2. Compromise 

 

On the one hand, the compromise text would limit the explicit option of maintaining the restriction only for 

hydrogen blending, as in the Council general approach in paragraph 6a. The technical reason is that hydrogen is 

a relatively new carrier for which the know-how is still developing, All the other chemical components are well 

known by the industry and there is enough expertise to manage possible divergences at technical level without 

the need to maintain a restriction and impact cross-border flows. 

 

On the other hand, the compromise proposal would introduce a revision of the restriction every 4 years following 

the EP mandate. 

 

Finally, EP proposal to harmonise the natural gas quality specifications in EU legislation would not be considered 

due to: a) the difficulty of identifying technical specifications suitable for being codified in the network code, b) 

the need for flexibility for ensuring interoperability and gas flows in each interconnection points, and c) the impact 

of common specifications on the swift integration of renewable gases.   

 

The maximum percentage of hydrogen blending in the gas network to trigger the mechanism shall be determined 

in further discussions. Nevertheless, according to the architecture of the article, TSOs may jointly agree to accept 

higher blends of hydrogen, as it was possible in both Council general approach and EP mandate.  

 
























