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Template for Proposing a Change Request in 
NPC Confirmation of Payee Scheme 

	[bookmark: _Toc8287402]Responses by e-mail to: info@npcouncil.org
by 30 October 2023




	Name of 
contributor:
	CoP WG 

	Organisation:
	Nordic Payments Council, NPC 


	Address:
	


	Contact details:
	
info@npcoincil.org 

	Your reference:
	


	Scheme and document and version number:
	Highlight which NPC Scheme Rulebook(s) this change request relates to:
☒     NPC050-01 2023 NPC Confirmation of Payee Rulebook version 1.0

	Request Date:
	


	For information:

	This template is provided by NPC to allow any person or organisation to submit a change request for making a change to the NPC Confirmation of Payee Scheme in accordance with the rules set out in the document ‘NPC900-01 Scheme Rules’ which can be found in the Annex II in the Confirmation of Payee Rulebook. 






General description of the change request 
The Request type CPR is used when confirming that the Payee’s Payment Account is correct and open for deposits in combination with confirming that Payee name or Payee Id matches that specific Payment Account. CoP WG suggest giving the possibility for Private individuals to confirm a payment account and unique identification of a corporate Payee in combination. In the current version of the Rulebook Private Individuals are limited to sending requests only based on payment account number and payee name.
This suggestion came from the discussions around why have we set limitation of Private individuals of matching a Payee id in the first place. This will mean that Private individuals are not able to verify payee account of corporates. As purpose of CoP is to provide more confidence for payers, and Corporate Id’s are a public record anyway so using them to verify the Corporate Payee is not a privacy issue at all.
Suggested launch date (if any):  
In next version 2.0, estimated publication date November 2024. 

Description of the change request: 
In Rulebook version 1.0 section 3.2.3 Confirmation of Payee request (CPR) it is stated: 
The Request type CPR is used when confirming that the Payee’s Payment Account is correct and open for deposits in combination with confirming that Payee name or Payee Id matches the specific Payment Account. A Private individual is not allowed to initiate a request matching a Payment Account and a Payee id, only Payment Account and Payee name in combination. 
The suggestion is to replace:
“A Private individual is not allowed to initiate a request matching a Payment Account and a Payee id, only Payment Account and Payee name in combination.” 
with
 “A Private individual is not allowed to initiate a request matching a Payment Account and a Payee Private identification, only Payment Account and an Organisation Identification or a Payment Account and Payee name in combination.” 
There is nothing in the Implementation Guideline that defines any rules around this, it is only stated in the rulebook section 3.2.3. 
This CR also requires that one of Payer PSP obligations is deleted: “26. Ensure that use of Identification Code for matching is not available for Private individuals.” (4.7 Obligations of a Payer PSP).	Comment by Paulina Kudlacik: I found one more place that this CR affects. 
Wherever possible please indicate: 
1.  Impact on the Scheme in general:
This change request does not affect the Rulebook in general, only a small part of the rules that are extended. 
2. Impact on the interbank space:
Opening for a wider use between banks, but no large change. 
3. Impact on the message standards (Scheme Implementation Guidelines and other standards):
No impact has been identified. 
4. Impact on the legal rules as defined in chapter 4 of the Confirmation of Payee Scheme Rulebook:
No impact has been identified by the LSG.
5. The nature of the change request, please choose one of option a or b:
☒  a) A change (deleting or replacing an existing Rulebook element by a new one), please add explanation.

☐  b) A variant (adding an alternative – optional – rule alongside an existing Rulebook element), please add explanation. 

Elements of evaluation 
The submitting party is requested to give an appropriate answer to each of these questions with sufficient detail to allow the NPC to make an evaluation of the change request submitted.

	Is the change request a case for NPC wide acceptance?
	Yes

	Is the change request underpinned by a cost-benefit analysis? 
	No

	Does the change fit into the strategic objectives for NPC?
	Yes

	Do you consider that the implementation of the change resulting from the acceptance of the change request is feasible?
	Yes

	Do you consider that the change request does not impede NPC-wide interoperability?
	No

	Do you consider that the change request is in the scope of the scheme involved?
	Yes
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