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TEST 1:

No of words: 231 Type of document;  Decision

Source/Target Language: Greek / English |Format of delivered: Text

Oéua: ‘Eykpion [MMpoteivopevwy Tpotmromroinoewv oTtoug Kavoveg Metagopdg Kai
Alavopung

21n ouvedpiaon nuepopnviag 28 AtrpiAiou 2020 utr’ apiBuodv 27/2020, T€BNKav evWTTIOV TNG
PAEK:

e H emoToAn Tou AlaxeipioTtr) ZuoTApaTtog Metagopdg Kutrpou (AZMK), pe Tnv otroia
uTTEBaAE yia €ykpion TTpoTteivopevn TpotrotroinTikr) ‘Ekdoon 4.0.3 kai Evotroinuévn
‘Ekdoon 5.2.0 Twv Kavovwy Metagpopdc kal Alavounic (KMA) cUpgwva Je TIC TTPOVOIES
TIG vouoBeaiag.

Ta MéAn Tng PAEK éAaBav dedvTwg uttoyn:

e Toug Trepi TG PUBUIong Tng Ayopdg HAektpiopoUu Noépoug tou 2003 péxpr 2018
(N.122(1)/2003) kal Toug duvapel autwy ekd0BEVTEG Kavoviououg.

e Ta amoteAéopata TG Anuociag AlaBoUAseucng Kabwg Kal Tnv oAoKANpwaon Twv
EPYaoiwy TnG Zuvedpiag TNG ZupPBouleuTikAg EmTpoTig Twv KMA,

AoKWVTOG TIG £€ouaieg Toug duvdapel Twv apBpwv 75 kai 76 Tou N.122(1)/2003, kai agpou
MEAETNOAV evOEAEXWG OAA Ta EVWITIOV TOUG €yypaga Kal oTtoixeia, Ta MéEAn tng PAEK, otn
Baon Twv dIaPEIPBEVTWV:

AMNODAZIZAN

1. Tnv éykpion Twv TTPOTEIVOUEVWYV EKOOTEWY TwV KMA.

2. Aedopévou Tou XpovikoU diaoThpaTog TTou Xpeiddetal o AXMK yia Tnv TTpounBeia Tou
avAAOyou AOYIOMIKOU Kal UAIOUIKOU YIO TNV €QAPHUOYR TWV VEWV EYKEKPIPEVWV
Kavovwv Ayopdg HAekTpiopou, To otroio kaBopidetal otnv PubuioTik Amogaon Ap.
01/2017 (KA 34/2017) «1repi E@apuoyng AsapeuTtikod XpovodiaypduuaTtog yia Tnv
MAApn Eutropikn Acitoupyia tou véou MovTtéhou Ayopdc HAekTpiopoU», n PAEK Ba
QTTOQOCICEl OF METAYEVEOTEPO OTAdIO TNV nUEPOUNnVia OnUOCIEUONG TWV VEWV
eykekpiuévwy KMA atnv Etrionun Epnuepida tng Kutrpliakng Anuokpariag.

3. X710 TTAQicIo TTANPOUG DIOPAVEIOG KAl EVNUEPWONG OAWV TWV EVIIAQEPONEVWV HEPWIV,
n ev Adyw Atmégacon Ba dnuoocisutei otnv IoTooeAida TnG PAEK.
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Council of European Energy Regulators Paper on Electricity Distribution Tariffs
Supporting the Energy Transition

In order to have cost-reflective tariffs, it is important to be aware of the cost structure of
distribution networks in the short term (losses and congestion costs) and over the long term
(infrastructure costs). Tariff design should reflect that electricity networks have high fixed costs
and low variable costs in the short-term. The tariff design should be targeted at reducing
system peak and individual peaks.

Advanced differentiation in time and location, for example through dynamic tariffs or
interruptibility, will most likely increase how cost reflective tariffs are for specific network users
and may also incentivise beneficial network behaviour. More advanced differentiation is,
however, rather complex and can have a negative impact on other principles, such as
simplicity, predictability and transparency, if not implemented effectively. Dynamic tariffs
require a sufficient level of automation. As the level of automation varies among customers,
dynamic tariffs might be more appropriate for larger customers than for small customers in the
short term. Moreover, the signals stemming from dynamic network tariffs could be diluted by
other factors, such as dynamic retail prices.

Distribution tariffs applied to customers with energy storage facilities should reflect the use of
the network in terms of both energy withdrawal and injection.



