
  
 

Febeliec represents industrial energy consumers in Belgium. It strives for competitive prices for electricity and natural gas for 
industrial activities in Belgium, and for an increased security of energy supply. Febeliec has as members 5 business associations 

(Chemistry and life sciences, Glass, pulp & paper and cardboard, Mining, Textiles and wood processing, Brick) and 38 companies (Air 
Liquide, Air Products, Aperam, ArcelorMittal, Arlanxeo Belgium, Aurubis Belgium, BASF Antwerpen, Bayer Agriculture, Bekaert, 

Borealis, Brussels Airport Company, Covestro, Dow Belgium, Evonik Antwerpen, Glaxosmithkline Biologicals, Google, Ineos, Infrabel, 
Inovyn Belgium, Kaneka Belgium, Kronos, Lanxess, Nippon Gases Belgium, Nippon Shokubai Europe, NLMK Belgium, Nyrstar 

Belgium, Oleon, Proxiums, Recticel, Sol, Tessenderlo Group, Thy-Marcinelle, Total Petrochemicals & Refining, UCB Pharma, Umicore, 
Unilin, Vynova and Yara). Together they represent over 80% of industrial electricity and natural gas consumption in Belgium and 

some 230.000 industrial jobs. 
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Febeliec answer to the Elia consulta�on on the technology-neutral framework for the use of units 
that cannot be ac�vated following the FRR processes 
 
 
Febeliec would like to thank Elia for this consulta�on on the technology-neutral framework for the use of units that 
cannot be ac�vated following the FRR processes. Febeliec in this context prefers to refer to slow start units or units with 
longer lead �mes, as it is a more correct representa�on of the basis for its request for the development of such a 
framework, as many demand response (and genera�on) units require longer lead �mes than those applicable in the 
balancing �meframe in order to be able to adapt their processes and put their available flexibility at service of the 
system operator.  
 
Febeliec has read the consulta�on document with great interest and would like to voice one fundamental concern. 
Febeliec is of the impression that Elia is taking a very serious risk by recommending not developing such a technology-
neutral framework for slow start units. Febeliec observes that many major changes are expected in the near future 
regarding the balancing framework, not in the least the switch to the European balancing pla�orms (MARI/PICASSO), 
with significant change to the product specifica�ons (more stringent) and poten�al substan�al nega�ve impact on 
liquidity. Febeliec considers the development of a technology-neutral framework for slow start units a no regrets 
solu�on, especially in light also of the situa�on during the winter 2018-2019 where such a product was designed in 
extremis but with a design and implementa�on discussion that extended so long in �me that interested par�es were 
caught up by �me as winter was over before they could have reasonably prequalified a significant volume.  
 
Febeliec strongly believes that such products should be designed in tempore non suspecto in order to allow for a 
thorough discussion on them, to put together a solid design so that when the need arises, such products can be easily 
taken of the shelf and be implemented. Febeliec also believe that the discussion on the possible volumes is a false 
discussion, as this entails a chicken-and-egg situa�on, where the absence of a product with a clear product design as 
well as a need for volumes of course will not lead to volumes being offered. However, breaking this deadlock by 
preemp�vely providing a clear design was exactly, in Febeliec’s opinion, the purpose of the CREG’s incen�ve. Febeliec’s 
biggest concern is thus that Elia will have wasted the chance to develop a good technology-neutral framework and might 
come to regret it when balancing reserves in the future would be insufficient (e.g. because liquidity dried up following 
much more stringent product specifica�ons or highly excep�onal situa�ons which yet might occur), in which case it 
would yet again have to revert to the hasty work of winter 2018-2019 without necessarily any volumes to show for. In 
general, Febeliec also strongly believes that any product of Elia should be made technology-neutral as it is not up to the 
TSO to favor certain technologies over other ones.  
 
In conclusion, Febeliec is of the opinion that Elia did not deliver on the ques�on to develop a technology -neutral 
framework for the use of units that cannot be ac�vated following the FRR processes, as no such framework has been 
presented. 


