DTIF PRODUCT ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES

Date: 18 February 2025 Time: 14.00-15.00UTC Location: Microsoft Teams
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Stephan Dreyer Member ﬁlg\lel\:]/;\:;,::somatlon of National Numbering Yes
Michael Wutzke Member Finance Loop
Daniel Cher Member BNY Mellon Yes
Rudolf Siebel Member BVI Yes
\I\l/llaplhnazirss.ingh Member (C)Cegér;lazcar::;iczjssl')(ory & Settlement Co. Ltd Yes
Dean Hardy Member Citi
Aaron Khoo Member CoinMarketCap
Toby Winterflood Member CryptoCompare
Dr. Sven Hildebrandt Member Crypto Risk Metrics Yes
Alexandre Kech Member GLEIF Yes
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Scott Tousley Member Inca Digital
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Nazim Morera Member Koinju (Maarkt SAS) Yes
Rohit Sabhlok Member Kyax Yes
Thurstan Felstead Member VASP Holdings, OpenVASP Association Yes
Stefan Lutolf Member RULEMATCH Yes
Alessandro D'Apolito Member Simply Staking Yes
Qian Jiang Member SWIFT Yes
Geoffrey Goodell Member University College London Yes
Denis Dounaev DTIF Secretariat Digital Token Identifier Foundation Yes
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Simon Wiltshire DTIF Digital Token Identifier Foundation Yes
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Section Topics:

1 Introduction & Agenda

e The Chair welcomed members for joining the call and introduced the agenda.

2 Governance

e The Competition Law Reminder is included in the presentation slides as is customary.
e The Chair welcomed two new members to the group.
e Objectives and priorities for the PAC in 2025 were agreed.

3 Operational update and Implementation Guidance

e Denis Dounaev updated members on the Data Quality Metrics status report and enhancement
updates.

4 Implementation Guidance

e The group discussed the handling of decommissioned ledgers and any impact on related DTls, as
to whether an ‘inactive’ flag should be considered, and if tokens should be removed from FFG
grouping.

e The majority considered such situation to be a lifecycle event and not directly relevant to
implementation of the DTl standard.

e [fanysuch feature to flag a related token’s status, the process would need to be as deterministic
and repeatable as possible.

e |tmay be possible to determine a ledger’s inactivity with statistical analysis of on-chain data.

e |twas considered that no changes should be applied for such ledger decommissioning/inactivity.

5 Regulatory and industry engagement

e Rowan Varrall updated members on relevant regulatory updates, DTl Foundation consultation
responses, and upcoming industry events.

6 AOB

e Further engagement with the US should be considered, given the latest developments related to
crypto and digital assets.
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