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Change Proposal — F40/01 (Page 1 of 2) CP No: 571
(mandatory by BSCCo)

Title (mandatory by originator) Amendments to the ECVAA URS

Description of Change (mandatory by originator)

This Change Proposal has been raised to address inconsistencies initially identified by the NETA Programme and
subsequently reviewed and deemed to be valid by the Inconsistency Review Project (IRP CP002).

Inconsistency 130 (Log Ref. URS_ECVAA 28)
The BSC Code section M 3.3.3 refers to Credit Default Refusal and Rejection Periods for ECVNS/MRVNs. These
terms are not mentioned in the ECVAA URS.

Inconsistencies 181 and 183 (Log Refs. ECVAA 02 & ECVAA _04):

BSCP71 v.3 section 3.2.5 states that when an ECYNA/MVRNA Authorisation specifically supersedes another one,
the ECVAA should send confirmation to the ECVNA/MVRNA and Lead and Subsidiary Parties. The ECVAA URS
v.2.5 makes clear that an acceptance confirmation is sent, but no mention is made of the process when one
Authority supersedes another.

Proposed Solution(s) (mandatory by originator)

Inconsistency 130 (Log Ref. URS_ECVAA 28)
Suggest amending the ECVAA URS to include Credit Default Refusal and Rejection Periods in the ‘Perform
Credit Check’ section (ECVAA-F0Q7).

Inconsistencies 181 and 183 (Log Refs. ECVAA 02 & ECVAA _04):
Amend sections FOO3 and FO04 (Process EVNAA and MVRNA respectively) so that acceptance confirmation is
also sent out if one Authorisation specifically supersedes another existing one.

Justification for Change (mandatory by originator)

To remove inconsistencies between the ECVAA URS v.2.5, BSC Code v.1.1 section M and BSCP71 v.3.

Other Configurable Items Potentially Affected by Proposed Solution(s) (optional by BSCCo)

Impact on Core Industry Documents (optional by originator)

Related Changes and/or Projects (mandatory by BSCCo)




Originator’s Details:

BCA Name...Inconsistency Review Project.........................

Attachments: Y/N* (If Yes, No. of Pages attached:.......... )
(delete as appropriate)




