AEPC - JaBHa koHcynTaumja 0 npeasory akra

[oKkymeHT: Haupt Ognyke o ogpefuBary kputepujyma 3a Aatym: 2. 08.2023.
opobpaBatbe 13y3eha 3a NpUKIby4ere Ha Mpexy

: Mocnatu Ha appecy: aers(@aers.rs
objekata Kynaua

Mpumente aaje: Energy Community Secretariat *HAMOMEHA - 3a npaBHa nuua o6jeant-eHe NpuMenbe cnaTh npeko kabuHeTa

3aKOHCKOr 3aCTynHuKa npaBHOr n1ua

ONLUTE X KOHLEENTYANHE NPUME[BE

P.6. NMPUMEOBA /| KOMEHTAP
We suggest adding additional criterion regarding cost-benefit analysis which must be provided by the applicants defining that demand facilities may be granted with derogation if their costs of ensuring
1 compliance with the provisions for which they ask the derogation are higher than the benefits (at the power system level)
[TpuxsaheHo.
We suggest that in addition to the criterion for rejection if there are the same or similar demand facilities satisfying the provisions (included in the AERS decision), a derogation request should be also
rejected if it is contradictory to the objectives of the network code (to facilitate electricity exchanges throughout the Energy Community, to guarantee the security of the network, facilitate the integration
2 of renewable electricity sources, enhance competition and enable more efficient use of the network and resources, for the benefit of consumers);
Huje npuxsaheHo, jep ce He B1ay kako B1 ce LieHNO NpPeanoXeHn KpUTEPUjyM.
3 We suggest adding templates for derogation requests by different applicants - owners, DSOs or relevant system operator (not necessarily but may be beneficial).
Cappaj 3axTeB je aeduHucaH y Ypenbw Tako fa Hema notpebe ga byae [eo ofnyke.
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NPUMEABE NO YNAHOBUMA

P.6.

Mpumenba Ha
ynaH/Tauky/cTaB
(cTpaHa)

Tpeba pga rnacu

HanomeHa npeanarava

(wTa ce nocTuxe NpeanoXeHOM NPOMEHOM)
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