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Background

« Under UNC, [some] Protected Information is controlled by the Data
Permission Matrix released to parties defined in Section V5 of the UNC

* Following REC v2/v3 implementation then permission to release data will
also be defined under the REC

« We need to determine the treatment of the data items — which are controlled
solely by the REC, and which are controlled under the UNC



Physical Data Flows between REC / UNC
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Logical Data Flows between REC / UNC
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Questions

* Are the data sources correct / exhaustive?
— Noting that post CSS a source of Registration data will be CSS
* Is the Logical treatment correct?

— Supp)liers will logically provide direct to the REC (regardless of the physical
route

. 30 Shippers expect to apply confidentiality based on physical or logical flows of
ata?

— Shipper derived data will be mastered under UNC

» Assumed as Shippers will not want data to be released without their ability to
influence this

— CDSP derived data is mastered under UNC
» Assumed as this is derived under UNC, it should be controlled by the UNC
— Transporters as party to both can decide WHICH code to master under



