
Demand response: 
Update on the outcome 
of the public consultation 
and next steps 

MESC meeting 
14 September 2022



Overview
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• The overall percentage reflects the responses over the sum of all paragraphs; the big percentage of 
the “no opinion” response can be explained by the diversity of the topics of the FG (in the following 
slides “no opinion” is removed in order to better reflect the level of (dis)agreement).

• Although no opinion, some answers included comments, so we need to be careful when assessing 
the contributions.

Public consultation responses

https://app.powerbi.com/view?r=eyJrIjoiODc5NTRlZjgtZTAzZC00OGExLWFmOTgtYzUyNjVkMWVmNjA0IiwidCI6ImU2MjZkOTBjLTcwYWUtNGRmYy05NmJhLTAyZjE4Y2MwMDA3ZSIsImMiOjl9&pageName=ReportSection


Overall opinion
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• The overall percentage reflects the responses over the 
sum of all paragraphs; so it is not necessarily reflecting of 
the level of agreement with the whole chapter/section.

• Different parties have assessed differently the 
agreement/disagreement, even if the comment was the 
“same”: e.g. “we agree but we propose the following 
changes” for some meant disagree and for some agree.

• Disagreement sometimes could mean towards two 
opposite directions, so even if they are both counted 
“together” they may mean more/less harmonisation (for 
example).



High-level comments

The draft DR FG is work in progress. The inputs will be used to improve the draft for the final version. 

We are still processing the contributions, so the following is rather high-level and not a unanimous claim 
from the stakeholders.

• Softened up processes for European and national implementation to allow for a more gradual 
approach – i.e. continued experimenting in order not to set the final market design too early. 

• Concerns about the legal basis for the scope of the DR FG (rules for Directive articles, scope should 
only cover Demand Response, new NC vs amendments to existing NC/GL).

• Concerns and request for clarifications in many areas of the FG (aggregation models, sub-metering, 
FCR, SO-owned storage, ex-post verification in prequalification, SO-service provision tool, data 
disaggregation, locationally tagged bids from WS markets for SO services, voltage control) 

• Many smaller specifications that may improve the draft…

• …and also support!
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FG drafting – High-level planning
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Jun-Jul
• Public consultation Thu 2 Jun – Tue 12 Aug (public workshop* 28 June)

Aug-Sep

• Process public consultation comments
• Discussions with experts

Oct-Nov

• Discussions with NRAs and amendments to the FG
• Initiation of the internal approval process

Dec
• Approval and submission to the EC

*You may find the presentation and the recording of the workshop here.

https://www.acer.europa.eu/public-events/acer-public-workshop-draft-framework-guidelines-demand-response


@eu_acer
linkedin.com/company/EU-ACER/

info@acer.europa.eu
acer.europa.eu

Thank you.
Any questions?

The contents of this document do not necessarily reflect the position or opinion of the Agency.


	Demand response: Update on the outcome of the public consultation and next steps 
	Overview
	Overall opinion
	High-level comments
	FG drafting – High-level planning
	Slide Number 6

