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42nd Grid Connection European Stakeholder Committee (GC ESC) 

18 June 2026, Location: Stanhope Hotel Brussels – Rue du Commerce 9, Brussels 

 

Minutes 

Participants 

Name Association Role Attendance 

Uros Gabrijel ACER Chairperson Physical 

Georgios Antonopoulos ACER Member Physical 

Domen Kodric ACER Observer Remote 

Adriana Pop ACEA Member Remote 

Marco Pasqua di Bisceglie ARERA Member Physical 

Marc Malbrancke CEDEC Member Remote 

Thomas Schaupp CENELEC Member Remote 

Alberto Cerretti CENELEC Member Remote 

Angelo Lo Brutto CENELEC Member Physical 

Julian Treichel CharIN Member Remote 

Gunnar Kaestle COGEN Member Remote 

Florentien Benedict DSO Entity Member Physical 

Tony Hearne DSO Entity Member Physical 

Serdar Bolat DSO Entity Member Physical 

Andrea Hamzova DSO Entity Member Substitute Physical 

Arthur Hubert EURELECTRIC Member Physical 

Santiago Gallego Amores E.DSO Member Physical 

Thorsten Knop E.DSO Member Physical 

Bernhard Schowe-von der Brelie EFAC Member Physical 

Freddy Alcazar EUGINE Member Physical 

Mélanie Auvray EHPA Member Physical 

Jacopo Tosoni Energy Storage Europe Member Remote 

Letizia Storchi Energy Storage Europe Member Physical 

Laura Luna Moreno smartEn Guest Physical 

Marco Zaccaria ENTSO-E Member Physical 

Flemming Brinch Nielsen ENTSO-E  Member Remote 

Cherry Yuen ENTSO-E Guest Remote 

Juan Giner ENTSO-E Member Physical 

Omar Juárez Moreno ENTSO-E Member Physical 

Alina Neagu ENTSO-E Member Physical 

Sergio Martínez ENTSO-E Member Remote 

Tomas Reilly EUI Observer Substitute Remote 

Jakub Fijalkowski European Commission Member Substitute Physical 

Keith Chambers EUROPGEN Member Physical 

Sofia Michalopoulou EUDCA Member Substitute Remote 

Luca Guenzi EU Turbines Member Physical 

Steffen Eckstein EU Turbines Member Substitute Physical 
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Herve Biellman EU Turbines Member Substitute Remote 

Assiet Aren EUGINE Member   Remote 

Erno Leväniemi GEODE Member Substitute Remote 

Michaël Van Bossuyt IFIEC Member Remote 

Martin Stoessl Orgalim Member Remote 

Thorsten Buelo Solar Power Europe Member Substitute Remote 

Rainer Fronius Vgbe energy e. V. Member Physical 

Klaus Oberhauser Vgbe energy e. V. Member Physical 

Roman Bertle Vgbe energy e. V. Member Substitute Remote 

Vidushi Dembi WindEurope Member Physical 

1.  Opening 

1.1. Review of the agenda 

The Chair opens the meeting, introduces the agenda and invites participants to raise additional AOB topics: 

• Juan Giner (ENTSO-E) asks to add an item on recommendation 11 of the final report of Iberian Blackout.  

• Marco Zaccaria (ENTSO-E) suggests adding brief ENTSO-E SharePoint initiative update. 

1.2. Approval of minutes from 04/03/2026 meeting 

The minutes from the previous meeting are approved, as all submitted changes had already been incorporated and no further 
comments are raised. They can be accessed here.  

1.3. Follow-up actions from previous meeting 

Juan Giner (ENTSO-E) presents the follow-up actions from the previous meeting, which are the following:  

• FMI & software standards: Stakeholders expressed interest in reopening the discussion on FMI and software standards, 
but no preparation has been made for this meeting. The topic will remain open for a future meeting.  
This action remains open. 

• Baltic region synchronisation with the Continental Europe Synchronous Area: To investigate synchronisation of Baltic 
region and report back on the requirements that currently apply to the Baltic region regarding the voltage ranges. 
Further discussion is expected in September.   
This action remains open. 

• ENTSO-E’s report from the Technical Group on Forced Oscillations (TG FO): The publication is delayed due to internal 
approval process. Update will follow once it is published.  
This action remains open. 

• Expert Pannel on Iberian Incident workshops: action is closed as workshops have already been organised. 

• Workshop on hybridization: planned for the end of the year (earliest September). 
This action remains open. 

• EG report on EV and EVSE: action is closed as the feedback period ended. 

Freddy Alcazar (EUGINE) raises a question on whether preparatory material for the hybridization workshop will be shared in 
advance or developed during the session. The Chair answers that hybridization is linked to co-location concepts and data centre 
connection requirements. He takes to opportunity to give an update on the data centres connection requirements workstream 
and further informs that the European Commission requested consolidated input by end of September/early October (aligned 
with expected NC DC 2.0 progress) and, consequently, additional meetings were planned before September. 

Flemming Brinch Nielsen (ENTSO-E) states the issue cannot be resolved within the data centre workstream and agrees that the 
term “hybridization” is unclear and should be renamed (e.g. co-location behind a single connection point or on-site generation). 
The Chair agrees and encourages participants for suggestions and proposes to liaise with Juan Giner (ENTSO-E) to define and 
rename the workshop.  

https://eepublicdownloads.blob.core.windows.net/public-cdn-container/clean-documents/Network%20codes%20documents/GC%20ESC/GC%20ESC%20MEETING%20DOCS/2026/41st_Grid_Connection_European_Stakeholder_Committee_minutes_final_.pdf
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Herve Biellman (EU Turbines) asks whether national consultations on data centres connection requirements (e.g. Fingrid on 
demand connection/grid code specifications including data centres) are coordinated with the European data centres 
workstream, and whether similar initiatives exist in other TSOs. The Chair answers that data centres are currently out of scope 
of existing EU connection network codes, so Member States may set national requirements without alignment. The discussion 
stream, he is chairing, aims to define harmonised European requirements, which will eventually replace national rules under 
future EU legislation (demand connection code). 

Gunnar Kaestle (COGEN) questions the need for a specific code for data centres, noting they are still fundamentally a load and 
asking whether similar codes would be needed for other types of loads (e.g. lawn mowers). The Chair clarifies that requirements 
for data centres are not a separate code but will be eventually included in the forthcoming Demand Connection Code 2.0.  

Freddy Alcazar (EUGINE) asks ENTSO-E to provide an overview of national data centre requirements and ongoing consultations 
across Member States to support the European workstream. Flemming Brinch Nielsen (ENTSO-E) states that ENTSO-E has not 
compiled an overview of national data centre requirements, as Member States have different system needs and belong to 
different synchronous areas. He explains that national TSOs/DSOs regularly propose and update connection and operational 
requirements based on system needs, as previously done for data centres and electrolysers.  

The Chair suggests that ENTSO-E collects high-level national information (e.g. links to public consultations or existing 
requirements), avoiding extensive analysis of national frameworks. Flemming Brinch Nielsen (ENTSO-E) agrees and notes that 
similar information is often already publicly available (e.g. in Denmark for large loads) and confirms TSOs can likely provide such 
links. 

Assiet Aren (EUGINE) supports harmonisation of data centre requirements and asks whether data centre owners are involved in 
the upcoming workshop, noting their absence in the current group (which mainly includes grid operators and manufacturers). 
The Chair responds that the workshop will be promoted through the European Data Centres Association, which is already active 
in the discussion stream. 

Gunnar Kaestle (COGEN) clarifies that the operator, not necessarily the owner, is responsible for meeting requirements, even if 
both can be the same entity. The Chair confirms that both manufacturers and operators are represented in the data centre 
discussion stream and will be represented in the workshop. This point will also be raised in the next meeting. 

Vidushi Dembi (WindEurope) asks for clarification on whether the hybridization workshop is limited to data centres or also 
includes generation cases. The Chair clarifies that that the hybridization workshop is not limited to data centres but covers 
broader cases including generation and demand / mixed customer sites. 

Action: To define and rename the workshop on “hybridization”. All members are encouraged to review and propose a clearer 
title and terminology for the workshop, replacing the term "hybridization" with a more precise description, and share the 
proposal with the ENTSO-E (Juan Giner). 

Action: ENTSO-E to collect and circulate an overview of national data centre requirements and ongoing consultations across 
Member States to support the European workstream. 

 

2. EC-RfG Network Code - Updates 

Jakub Fijalkowski (European Commission) announces that the final revision of the RfG 2.0 has been completed and circulated to 
Member States and NRAs, starting the formal process. The timeline is outlined as follows: an Expert Group meeting takes place 
on 2 July, followed by a “Have Your Say” public consultation over the summer (6–8 weeks), a second Expert Group meeting in 
September, and then Council and Parliament scrutiny during two month (with no possibility for amendments) before 
Commission adoption of the delegated act. A dedicated GC ESC workshop on 3 July is proposed to present the content in more 
detail. Jakub Fijalkowski further explains that the RfG has been structurally revised for clarity following legal review, stakeholder 
input (including ACER’s draft, the Iberian blackout final report recommendations, and the EV compliance expert group work), 
while maintaining the core technical framework. Key changes include clarification of reactive power capability requirements 
with a default mode for Type A, relocation of applicability provisions into transitional Articles 61–62, removal of the “applies 
only to new generation” wording from the scope, and revision of provisions related to binding contracts following legal advice. 
The technical annex is also restructured, with governance elements removed, compliance provisions retained, and a validity 
period set to five years, alongside phased applicability timelines (3 and 4 years). Stakeholders are encouraged to engage via 
Member States and NRAs and to provide technical input during the summer consultation phase. 

The Chair confirms that the workshop is scheduled for 3 July at 14:00 and will be held remotely. The secretariats will align on 
the Teams invitation. Jakub Fijalkowski (European Commission) clarifies that the session will include a presentation based on 
the same content prepared for Member States, providing a more detailed overview, followed by a Q&A discussion. The exact 
duration will be confirmed once the slides are finalised, with sufficient time reserved for discussion. It is also clarified that the 
referenced “expert group” refers to the Member States expert group, not the ESC expert group, to avoid confusion. 
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Thomas Schaupp (CENELEC) asks whether the five-year validity of the technical annex starts from publication or from when it 
becomes relevant for EVs, and whether this implies the annex is only effectively active for one year. He also asks how referencing 
evolving standards fits with the RfG approach, noting that standards may change over time. Jakub Fijalkowski (European 
Commission) clarifies that the five years start from entry into force and explains the phased applicability: new EV types after 
three years and full EV applicability after four years. The annex is intended to support the transition period and ongoing 
processes, with reliance on stakeholder consensus and further coordination with DG GROW and DG MOVE. He further explains 
that the RfG itself does not reference standards, but the annex does and confirms that the approach should not hinder ongoing 
standardisation processes, while further alignment with standardisation experts is needed. 

Flemming Brinch Nielsen (ENTSO-E) asks about the 2 July meeting, specifically whether it is only a Q&A or if they can propose 
changes before the “Have Your Say” phase.  Jakub Fijalkowski (European Commission) explains that this is a delegated act 
process, where Member States provide input but there is no voting, and the Commission decides which feedback to incorporate. 
The process is intended to be inclusive, and feedback may lead to modifications.  

Freddy Alcazar (EUGINE) asks whether the text will be shared prior to the workshop, and Jakub Fijalkowski (European 
Commission) confirms that the draft will be shared around 6–7 July after internal Commission review (including legal and inter-
service consultation), so earlier circulation is unlikely.  

Michaël Van Bossuyt (IFIEC) asks for an update on demand connection code timing, questioning whether the process will still 
start this year after RfG 2.0, and also raises the link with network code demand response work. Jakub Fijalkowski (European 
Commission) replies that work on demand connection code is planned to start in September, after the RfG process, and that 
input will be taken from the data centre discussion stream and it is expected to progress faster than RfG. He also confirms that 
the network code demand response is now planned for September. 

 

3. ENTSO-E updates 

Juan Giner (ENTSO-E) updates the participants on progress on four ongoing IGDs (Grid Forming, Forced Oscillations, LFSM, and 
Certification), noting that grid forming is the most advanced, and proposes a GC ESC workshop to present the main IGD content 
and differences from previous technical work, potentially before RfG 2.0 enters into force. The workshop is tentatively planned 
for 19–23 October, and stakeholders are asked to provide feedback on availability and preferred format (online or hybrid). 
Participation will be open to GC ESC members and invited experts, including those involved in the technical group, and a draft 
IGD will be circulated a few weeks in advance for preparation. 

Vidushi Dembi (WindEurope) asks for an update on the forced oscillations report. Juan Giner (ENTSO-E) replies that the report 
was not published in time due to ongoing internal approval process, so no update can be presented yet. The report is considered 
nearly ready, but final approval is still pending. 

The slides on ENTSO-E’s updates are accessible here. 

Action: ENTSO-E to organise a GC ESC workshop on the Grid Forming IGDs (tentatively during 19–23 October), circulate the draft 
IGD in advance, and collect feedback from GC ESC members and invited experts on their availability and preferred meeting 
format (online or hybrid). 

 

4. EU DSO Entity updates 

Florentien Benedict (DSO Entity) presents updates on grid connection work, covering four main topics, including grid forming 
and selected recommendations linked to certification discussions. She highlights current work under RfG 2.0 and DC 2.0, covering 
multiple technologies such as data centres, power-to-gas, heat pumps, EVs, storage, and emerging loads like balcony 
PV/batteries (“plug-in” domestic systems). She stresses the need for clear and consistent definitions, particularly for new devices 
(e.g. heat pumps), noting ongoing work with industry associations to ensure both correct product design and proper certification 
scope. 

Tony Hearne (DSO Entity) continues reporting on a recent workshop supporting ENTSO-E’s GFM IGD work, where early 
discussions on grid-forming topics revealed multiple technical sub-areas (e.g. LV stability studies, frequency behaviour, national 
approaches in Netherlands and Italy, and black start implications under low short-circuit conditions). These inputs are expected 
to feed into future workshops and consultations.  

https://eepublicdownloads.blob.core.windows.net/public-cdn-container/clean-documents/Network%20codes%20documents/GC%20ESC/GC%20ESC%20MEETING%20DOCS/2026/TOP_3_ENTSO-E_Updates.pdf
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Florentien Benedict (DSO Entity) continues the presentation and shifts to recommendation from the Iberian blackout report, 
which proposes high voltage ride-through requirements for type A generators. The concerns are raised about the 
Recommendation 9, clarifying that DSOs were not involved in the investigation despite its impact on distribution grids, and that 
key technical assumptions (e.g. link between DER disconnection and voltage-related load increase) are not fully evidenced. 
Further studies are needed before implementation, and DSO Entity offer to contribute to or lead such studies. Additional concern 
is introduced that low-voltage and high-voltage grid behaviours differ significantly, implying that applying HV assumptions to LV 
systems may be inappropriate. Florentien emphasized that it is stressful to refute a globally published recommendation—which 
has already been incorporated into the draft NC RfG 2.0—in the span of just a few weeks. 

She indicates that she understands the European Commission's position but stresses that this situation could have been avoided 
had DSOs been involved in the process, which lasted a year. 

Alberto Cerretti (CELENEC) raises technical concerns about immunity classes (IEC 50160/ classes 2 and 3), noting that resulting 
immunity curves differ from those in DCC 2.0 and are not fully aligned with referenced industry standards. He says the HVRT 
requirement should be treated as a capability (immunity issue) and suggests alternative solutions such as active power reduction 
and reactive power control for smoother voltage regulation instead of strict ride-through behaviour. He also explains that 
inconsistent scaling of HVRT curves could contribute to oscillations in PV-rich systems, where coordinated inverter behaviour 
may lead to voltage swings and repeated control actions, and call for further study on these effects. 

Thomas Schaupp (CENELEC) comments on the overvoltage ride-through capability, saying it only benefits the transmission 
system if there is an active mechanism to reduce overvoltage during the fault, otherwise it only delays disconnection. He also 
asks whether German DSOs were involved in the discussions, referencing existing German standards (e.g. 4105) and stating he 
is not aware of related issues there. 

Flemming Brinch Nielsen (ENTSO-E) responds to presented concerns, acknowledging the risks raised but also highlighting the 
need to consider system security and loss of generation in certain situations. He says that a distinction should be made between 
making functionality available in market products and deciding how it is operationally implemented, stressing that delaying 
standardisation could significantly slow down deployment.  

Florentien Benedict (DSO Entity) also raises concerns that DSO Entity is not sufficiently involved in the Iberian blackout Expert 
Panel and the ICS methodology development This results in addressing issues only after recommendations were published. She 
states that technical concerns are now being raised due to the tight timeline for RfG 2.0. 

Juan Giner (ENTSO-E) asks whether the presented concerns also apply to operable voltage ride-through for Type B units and 
under-voltage ride-through for Type A units. Florentien Benedict (DSO Entity) replies that this will be verified.    

Angelo Lo Brutto (CENELEC) asks the European Commission whether Recommendation 9 from the Iberian blackout report was 
incorporated into the RfG 2.0 draft. Jakub Fijalkowski (European Commission) confirms it was included in the draft. He explained 
that the requirement was extended from Type B to Type A units and also applied to electric vehicles for consistency.  

Luca Guenzi (EU Turbines) stresses that DSOs should be more closely involved in technical discussions, as increasing differences 
between high, medium, and low voltage networks will require greater DSO input in the future. 

The presentations on EU DSO Entity updates are accessible here. 

 

5. Expert Group on Certification on EVs and HPs  

5.1. General updates 

Florentien Benedict (DSO Entity, as co-chair of the expert group on certification) informs that the Technical Annex for RfG is 
delivered and available on the ENTSO-E website. A change of the document title was requested to the Technical Annex for RfG 
– Network Code RfG 2.0, to avoid confusion as multiple technical annexes will be produced. She also notes that the Technical 
Annex for the Network Code Demand Connection is in progress. Additionally, Florentien raises questions about the scope 
definitions in the Technical Annex, in particular what counts as an electric vehicle and a heat pump, noting that the scope is still 
under discussion while drafting continues. The timeline for the Technical Annex aligns with the upcoming “Have Your Say” 
consultation period. Technical annex is already approved by a majority of members of the expert group on Certification and ESC 
members, but some questions and open points remain under discussion. She confirms that stakeholders are kept informed via 
the expert group on certification and the ESC, including any possible proposal for final changes to the Technical Annex. 

 

 

 

https://eepublicdownloads.blob.core.windows.net/public-cdn-container/clean-documents/Network%20codes%20documents/GC%20ESC/GC%20ESC%20MEETING%20DOCS/2026/GC_ESC_18_June_DSO_Entity_-_slides.pdf
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5.2. Updates on EVs Workstream, Technical Annex for V2G 

Julian Treichel (CharIN) presents that the final report including the technical annex and legal text proposals, was submitted on 1 
May 2026 and published on the ENTSO-E website, with stakeholder comments incorporated and further discussed within the 
expert group as well as in dedicated meetings with ENTSO-E and CENELEC. Key outstanding technical issues remain, including a 
disagreement on LFSM power accuracy and UVRT requirements in the NCDC context, particularly regarding recovery time (60 
seconds versus 1 second. Ongoing work also covers EVSE certification, with a proposal for national-level certification and further 
clarification needed for V2G EVSE communication and control functions. Discussions with DG ENER and DG GROW addressed 
vehicle type approval integration. A key unresolved issue is the definition and scope of “electric vehicles,” including whether it 
extends beyond road vehicles to other electrifiable machines such as boats or forklifts. Additional work includes aligning 
applicability timelines between mature unidirectional charging technologies and emerging V2G solutions. The expert group 
continues developing the technical annex content, supported by EU DSO Entity in mapping EU-wide grid code requirements, and 
is also aligning with the heat pump workstream, with both agreeing on the need for clear product definitions for electric vehicles 
and heat pumps, and plans to propose such definitions. 

 

5.3. Updates on HP Workstream, Start of works for NC DC (HP and V1G) 

Melanie Auvray (EHPA) gives an update on HP workstream, informing that the verification procedure draft was circulated to the 
expert group on 1 April 2026 Feedback will be reviewed over the summer, with the aim of finalising the document by the end of 
September. The next procedural steps (e.g. submission to the relevant group) still need to be clarified with the chairs/co-chairs 
of the expert group on certification. The main outstanding issues requiring clarification before finalisation are: 

• A clear legal definition of “heat pump”, which determines the scope of application.  

• Selection of the preferred test method for fast disconnection.  

• Alignment of the definitions of normal and abnormal operating conditions with the EV workstream.  

• Validation of the EU voltage operating range for verification tests.  

• Confirmation of the proposed 1 Hz/s frequency decrease rate for verification.  

• Clarification of the interaction between the Network Codes and Ecodesign/CE marking, as industry seeks assurance that 
work on technical requirements will be reflected in future legislation. 

Melanie asks the European Commission to clarify whether the September timeline referred to restarting work on the DC network 
codes or launching the public consultation. Jakub Fijalkowski (European Commission) clarifies that the work on NCDC is expected 
to begin once RfG 2.0 is finalised, anticipated around September. Additionally, Jakub does not envisage a technical annex on 
compliance verification for NCDC, as compliance verification should remain within national compliance schemes, supported 
where appropriate by harmonised standards. 

Melanie also asks whether each Member State would be responsible for compliance verification, expressing concern that this 
could reduce harmonisation across the EU. Jakub confirms that Member States are responsible for compliance verification but 
stresses that the Commission aims to achieve EU-wide harmonisation through standardisation and mutual recognition of 
certificates, particularly for mass-market EVs.  

Flemming Brinch Nielsen (ENTSO-E) asks how updated definitions, particularly the definition of a heat pump, would be 
communicated back to the relevant working groups to ensure consistent interpretation and alignment. He emphasises that 
changes to the definition could significantly affect the scope, application and requirements, making alignment across 
stakeholders essential. Melanie answers that based on guidance received, the workstream will now prepare and bring forward 
its own proposal for the definition over the summer for consideration. She also notes that previously the group was hesitant 
due to the sensitivity and controversy of definitions, preferring Commission-led wording (as in Ecodesign processes). 

Florentien Benedict (DSO Entity) raises a question to the group regarding the origin of technical requirements for assets such as 
heat pumps and electric vehicles, noting that these requirements (e.g. over/under voltage and frequency protections) were 
introduced to support grid stability considerations. She requests that stakeholders who originally identified the need for such 
technical requirements should be actively involved in clarifying and justifying them, particularly in relation to whether such 
requirements are still necessary for modern devices (e.g. heat pumps, EVs). The need for clear responsibility and engagement 
from those driving these requirements is emphasized, warning that decisions may otherwise be taken without their input, which 
could affect future compliance with grid stability needs. 

The Chair requests to be invited to future stream meetings and for meetings to be structured in a way that allows opportunity 
for interactions. 

The link to the Technical Annex for RfG – Network Code RfG 2.0 can be found here.  

https://eepublicdownloads.blob.core.windows.net/public-cdn-container/clean-documents/Network%20codes%20documents/GC%20ESC/CEVHP/ESC_EG_Certification_Report_-_final_01_May_2026.pdf
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The presentation slides covering General updates, EV WS, and HP WS updates are accessible here.  

Action: The co-chair of the EG on Certification of EVs and HPs to send an invitation to ACER for the next plenary meeting. 

 

6. CENELEC updates 

Angelo Lo Brutto (CENELEC) provides an overview of the ongoing standardisation work related to the RfG and DCC. The title and 
scope of Working Group 3 was updated to "Requirements for Connection of Generation and Dispatchable Loads to the Public 
Electrical Grid", extending the scope to include transmission networks. The standards now cover connection, protection, safety 
and installation criteria, while clarifying that they are intended to complement, rather than replace, DSO grid codes. Several 
standardisation activities are currently ongoing, including work on Type A & B generating plants, with parallel work on Type C & 
D units, as well as standards for grid-forming capabilities (testing and functional requirements) and self-regulation of 
dispatchable loads. Angelo also informs on the revision of EN 50549-10 (conformity assessment testing of generating units). The 
inquiry phase started on 22 May and is expected to conclude in August. The objective is to publish the second edition before the 
entry into force of RfG 2.0, although the timeline will now be aligned with the revised RfG 2.0 schedule. For EN 50549-1 and EN 
50549-2, the inquiry phase was completed. Comments were mainly received for Part 2 (Type A & B units). A dedicated task force 
was established to integrate the comments, including potential additions such as RoCoF immunity and overvoltage ride-through. 
The finalisation of these standards will also depend on the publication of RfG 2.0. 

Gunnar Kaestle (COGEN) raises a question on whether the revised RfG and DCC requirements for heat pumps and electric 
vehicles are being developed in line with the new legislative framework approach. He expresses concerns about including highly 
detailed technical requirements directly in network codes, particularly for rapidly evolving technologies such as EVs. He mentions 
that detailed technical provisions may quickly become outdated, making the network codes difficult to maintain and update. 
The Chair acknowledges the observation and proposes that the topic will be discussed during the workshop on 3 July, which will 
be dedicated to the scope of the European Commission's draft RfG/DCC revision and invites to raise the issue during that 
workshop for further discussion. 

Alberto Cerretti (CELENEC) notes that the publication of the revised RfG 2.0 is essential for planning the ongoing standardisation 
work. While the schedule for EN 50549-10 is expected to remain unchanged, the timelines for the other projects may need to 
be revised depending on the content of the updated RfG. He emphasises that no assessment of the impact on the work 
programme can be made until the revised RfG text becomes available. The Chair acknowledges the concern raised and confirms 
that the formal public consultation on the revised RfG 2.0 is expected to start no later than 7 July, as indicated earlier in the 
meeting. It is also noted that informal versions of the draft are expected to be circulated beforehand during the consultation 
process with the Member States. 

Jakub Fijalkowski (European Commission) confirms that the version to be published will incorporate comments from the inter-
service consultation, including input from internal legal services and relevant Commission services such as DG GROW and 
potentially DG MOVE. While major changes are not expected at this stage, it is acknowledged that some modifications may still 
occur as part of this process. 

The slides are accessible at the following link here.  

 

7. AOB 

The Chair notes previously raised topics. Reference is made to the slide presented by ENTSO-E during yesterday’s SO ESC 
meeting, highlighting Recommendation 11 from the Iberian Peninsula Blackout Report, which calls for further analysis of the 
behaviour of non-observable embedded generators (i.e. units below 1 MW, including rooftop PV and other distributed 
generation). It is noted that the yesterday’s meeting concluded that it would be appropriate to establish a joint expert group 
between the SO and GC ESCs to address this topic. A Terms of Reference (ToR) will be required. It is proposed that a draft ToR 
be prepared jointly by ENTSO-E and the EU DSO Entity, while also allowing input from ESC members during the drafting phase. 
The draft ToR is expected to be presented at the October meetings, followed by a joint SO and GC ESC session to agree on the 
final version. 

Vidushi Dembi (WindEurope) asks whether the results of this new expert group will fall into the SOGL 2.0, or whether the group 
is intended primarily as a platform for exchange of views and information. The Chair answers that it is not yet possible to 
anticipate the results. The outcome will depend on the findings of the investigation. 

https://eepublicdownloads.blob.core.windows.net/public-cdn-container/clean-documents/Network%20codes%20documents/GC%20ESC/GC%20ESC%20MEETING%20DOCS/2026/Expert_Group_on_Certification_for_EVs_and_HP.pdf
https://eepublicdownloads.blob.core.windows.net/public-cdn-container/clean-documents/Network%20codes%20documents/GC%20ESC/GC%20ESC%20MEETING%20DOCS/2026/42nd_GC_ESC_Meeting_20260617v2.pdf
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Freddy Alcazar (EUGINE) asks for clarification on whether the scope of the new expert group would be limited to low-voltage 
connected assets. The Chair answers that while the assumption is that the focus is on low-voltage units, this is not explicitly 
defined yet. 

Alberto Cerretti (CELENEC) says that in Italy, it is required that plant controllers for observability and control for all generators 
above 100 kW, effectively cover all MV-connected generators. A similar requirement is now being extended to rooftop PV, 
further lowering the applicability threshold. As a result, Type A generators in Italy are very small, with limited capabilities due to 
the stringent national requirements. 

Thorsten Buelo (Solar Power Europe) asks for clarification that the first step of the work is to investigate the general behaviour 
of the already connected fleet, including how past requirements and settings have influenced it. It is also noted that another 
aspect of the investigation concerns data exchange and observability, particularly how these generators should provide data. 
The Chair responds that the expert panel initially assumed there were no disconnections of low-voltage generators, based also 
on DSO reporting. However, late in the investigation, manufacturer data revealed that some rooftop PV units did trip, including 
during earlier frequency oscillations. The causes of these trippings could not be identified, which led to the proposal for a new 
expert group. It is also emphasised that manufacturers of rooftop solar plants should be represented in this group. 

Juan Giner (ENTSO-E) asks when the new expert group is expected to start and whether the ToR should be drafted now or later. 
The Chair clarifies that the group is expected to start around October. 

Cherry Yuen (ENTSO-E) confirms that, given the high priority of the recommendation, the work should be progressed as quickly 
as possible. The ToR is intended to be drafted now by ENTSO-E and the EU DSO Entity, with input from other stakeholders, so 
that a first version can be discussed in the ESC meetings in October. It is also raised whether a survey should already be developed 
in parallel or whether it should wait until the ToR is finalised, with no final decision yet taken. 

Luca Guenzi (EU Turbines) asks whether there is also consideration of a broader approach covering protection and sensitivity 
aspects in the future. It is noted that this is partly already addressed in ongoing work related to oscillations, but new phenomena, 
including grounding connections and their potential impact on very small units, may also need to be considered. The Chair invites 
stakeholders to send questions and input to the two associations drafting the initial draft ToR. The Chair responds that the cause 
of the issue is still unknown, though it is suspected to be related to protection settings, without clarity on whether this occurred 
at unit level or elsewhere. 

Marco Zaccaria (ENTSO-E) updates members on the development of a dedicated SharePoint environment by ENTSO-E to 
facilitate collaboration with stakeholders across the ESC. The platform is intended to improve coordination, including for expert 
groups and ACER informal discussion streams, replacing the current email-based exchange of documents. Stakeholders are 
informed that user accounts will need to be created and they may receive email notifications with login credentials in the coming 
weeks or months. It is clarified that these emails are legitimate and part of the project rollout, and further details will be shared 
once the system is more developed. 

Action: ENTSO-E and DSO Entity to draft ToR of joint SO and GC ESC group by October 2026.  
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      Annex: Action Tracker 
 

# Raised on Topic Description Responsible Due date 

1 
GC ESC 
19/03/2025 

FMI & software standards To open the discussion again later in 2026 EUGINE & ENTSO-E 2026 

2 
GC ESC 
05/06/2025 

Baltic region synchronisation with the 
Continental Europe system 

To investigate synchronisation of Baltic region and report back during 
the next meeting on the requirements that currently apply to the Baltic 
region regarding the voltage ranges 

ACER TBD 

3 
GC ESC 
18/09/2025 

ENTSO-E TG FO ENTSO-E to inform GC ESC once the report from the TG FO is published ENTSO-E When published 

4 
GC ESC 
04/03/2026 

Workshop on hybridization 
ACER to organize a workshop and outline ideas on how to structure this 
work ACER Q3 2026 

5 
GC ESC 
18/06/2026 

Workshop on hybridization 
Define and rename workshop on hybridization. All members to review 
and propose clearer title and terminology and liaise with ENTSO-E All Q3 2026 

6 
GC ESC 
18/06/2026 

National data centre requirements 
ENTSO-E to prepare and circulate an overview of national data centre 
requirements and ongoing consultations across Member States ENTSO-E Q3 2026 

7 
GC ESC 
18/06/2026 

Workshop on Grid Forming IGDs 
ENTSO-E to organize a GC ESC workshop on the Grid Forming IGDs, 
circulate the draft and collect feedback on availability and format.  All & ENTSO-E Q3 2026 

8 
GC ESC 
18/06/2026 

Invite the Chair to the next EG on Certification 
EVs and HP meeting  

The Chair of the EG on Certification of EVs and HPs to send an invitation 
to ACER for the next plenary meeting. DSO Entity  30 June 2026 

9 
GC ESC 
18/06/2026 

ToR of joint SO and GC ESC group ENTSO-E and DSO Entity to draft ToR of joint SO and GC ESC group. ENTSO-E & DSO 
Entity 

October 2026 

 

 


