
From:  (ENER) 
Sent: mardi 4 février 2020 11:03 
To: (EP) 
Cc:  (ENER) 
Subject: FW: 4th PCI list 
Attachments: QA PCIs_SD Group final.docx 
 
Liebe Frau , 
 
Wie gestern kurz telefonisch besprochen, haben wir Antworten auf einen kleinen Fragenkatalog zur 4. 
PCI-Liste erarbeitet, der auch Ihre Fragen abdeckt. 
 
Die Antworten haben Sie in der Zwischenzeit eventuell bereits über die S&D Gruppe erhalten. Ich leite 
Sie Ihnen anbei nochmal weiter. 
 
Sollten Sie Rückfragen haben, können Sie mich jederzeit gerne kontaktieren. 
 
Mit freundlichen Grüßen 

 
 
 

 
Team Leader 
  

 
European Commission 
DG Energy 
Unit B.1 Networks & Regional Initiatives 
 

 
 

@ec.europa.eu 
 
http://ec.europa.eu/energy/  
 
This message is intended for the use of the addressee only and may contain information that is 
privileged and confidential. If you are not the intended recipient, you are notified that any 
dissemination of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in 
error, please notify us immediately by return of this e-mail. This communication does not constitute 
any formal commitment on behalf of the European Commission.  

 
 

 
 

From:  (ENER) @ec.europa.eu>  
Sent: Monday, February 3, 2020 6:38 PM 

Ref. Ares(2020)1639104 - 18/03/2020



To:  (EP) < @europarl.europa.eu> 
Cc:  (ENER) @ec.europa.eu>;  (ENER) 
< @ec.europa.eu> 
Subject: RE: 4th PCI list 
 
Dear , 
 
Thanks again for your mail. We have put together the replies to the questions you had 
asked last week in the attached document. 
I hope this will be helpful for the discussions you will have over the coming days. 
 
Do let us know if we can helpful with any further information. 
 
 
Best regards 
 
 
 

 
Head of Unit 
B.1 - Networks & Regional Initiatives 
DG Energy 
European Commission 
 

 

 
 
 

  < @europarl.europa.eu>  
Sent: Thursday, January 30, 2020 6:48 PM 
To:  (ENER) < @ec.europa.eu>;  
(ENER) < @ec.europa.eu> 
Cc:  (ENER) @ec.europa.eu> 
Subject: 4th PCI list 
 
Dear , dear , 
    we had the chance to meet during the meeting with Mr. Nica some days ago 
on the PCI list and the TEN-E Revision. The debate on these issues is very 
animated in the Parliament and it will be even more animated next week and in 
Strasbourg when the objection to the 4th PCI list rejected in ITRE will be 
presented again in plenary.  
 
Many Members are trying to find useful information to understand the 
consequences of the rejection of the list and as you can imagine, it is particularly 
important to have clear and comprehensive answers to some questions.  
 
We have tried to gather the most significant ones, which are listed below. 



 
Can I count on your support to receive the answers? 
 
Thank you for your cooperation, 
 
Best regards, 

 
 

1. Why is the 4th PCI list better for the environment than the 3rd one? 
Why does it contribute more to achieving the goals of the green deal 
than the 3rd? 

2. Which concrete renewable projects are on the 4th but not the 3rd list 
and would risk losing funding/admin support? Which of these are 
actually likely to apply for funding concerning their readiness level? 

3. Are there gas projects that are on the 3rd but not 4th list that would 
potentially continue to get or now apply for funding if we fall back to 
the 3rd list? 

4. Can you lay out the concrete procedure (time-line) for the case on an 
objection to the 4th list? (when will the new list, the 5th, be proposed?  
Will the commission propose an alternative 4th?) 

5. Are there any very criticized gas projects on the 3rd list that are  not 
anymore on the 4th? 

6. What is the difference on the UK projects (overall) between the 3rd and 
the 4th PCI list?  

7. As the consultation process for the selection of the 5th PCI list has 
already started, how can the European Parliament be involved, even 
before the release of the revision of the TEN-E regulation?  

8. Why the Commission is still including projects on Oil Supply Connections 
networks in the 4th list even though they contradict with the Climate 
targets and the pathway toward carbon neutrality? 

 




