[Organisation name]  ·  International transfer assessment
International transfer assessment
Transferring personal data from the UK to micro1 Inc. in the United States.
	Organisation
	[Organisation name], [registered address], company no. [number], ICO registration no. [number]

	Project
	Licensing de-identified operational data to micro1 Inc. (Company Data Partnerships program)

	Document owner
	[Name, role]

	DPO or data protection lead
	[Name]

	Version and date
	0.1 draft  ·  [date]

	Status
	[Draft / with DPO / approved / superseded]



Guidance: Since 5 February 2026, UK transfer rules ask whether protection in the destination is "not materially lower" than in the UK (the data protection test). The ICO updated its transfer guidance on 15 January 2026. If micro1 is certified under the UK Extension to the EU-US Data Privacy Framework, that adequacy regulation covers the transfer and no transfer risk assessment is needed for it. Otherwise, use the IDTA or the UK Addendum to the EU standard contractual clauses, with a transfer risk assessment.
Guidance: Updated 8 November 2026. When checked that day, micro1 Inc. did not appear on the Data Privacy Framework list, so plan on the IDTA or UK Addendum with a transfer risk assessment unless micro1 shows you a current certification that includes the UK Extension. Even if it does, have the IDTA ready as a fallback: on 29 June 2026 the US Supreme Court ruled in Trump v Slaughter that the President can remove FTC commissioners at will, and NOYB has said it will challenge the EU-US framework at the Court of Justice of the EU. The UK data bridge is a separate UK regulation and remains in force, but the Secretary of State can revoke it, and it depends on the same US commitments.
Guidance: Timing matters most. If micro1 de-identifies the data on its own US systems, fully identifiable data crosses the Atlantic first, and micro1 holds the key there. If de-identification can run before export, with the key kept in the UK, the transfer carries far less risk. Ask micro1 which it offers.
1. Is there a restricted transfer?
	What leaves the UK?
	[Raw data, if micro1 de-identifies on its own systems; or pseudonymised data only, if de-identification runs in our environment. micro1 to confirm.]

	Is it still personal data in micro1’s hands?
	[Yes if micro1 holds the key or can otherwise identify people. Possibly not for recipients without the key: see document 08.]

	Exporter / importer
	Exporter: [Organisation name] (controller). Importer: micro1 Inc. (processor for de-identification and / or controller as licensee) [confirm roles].

	Onward transfers
	From micro1 to AI developers [locations and safeguards to be confirmed].



2. Which transfer mechanism applies?
	Option
	Applies?
	Evidence

	UK Extension to the EU-US Data Privacy Framework (UK-US data bridge)
	[Y/N]
	[Check micro1 Inc. on the Data Privacy Framework list (dataprivacyframework.gov) with UK Extension and the relevant data type (HR / non-HR). Record the date checked.]

	International Data Transfer Agreement (IDTA)
	[Y/N]
	[ ]

	UK Addendum to EU standard contractual clauses
	[Y/N]
	[ ]

	Exception (Article 49)
	Not appropriate for repeated, large-scale transfers
	

	Fallback if the data bridge is withdrawn
	[IDTA / UK Addendum agreed in advance? Y/N]
	[Clause or side letter in micro1 agreement committing to sign]



3. Transfer risk assessment (if no adequacy)
Guidance: Use the ICO’s transfer risk assessment tool. The strongest supplementary measure here is pseudonymisation before transfer with the key kept in the UK, because it reduces what any third-party access could reveal.
	Data and people affected
	[From document 04]

	Harm if accessed by third parties, including public authorities
	[Assess]

	Legal framework in the destination
	[Record the position on US public-authority access and redress, e.g. the safeguards under Executive Order 14086, taking advice as needed.]

	Supplementary measures
	Pseudonymisation before transfer [if possible]; encryption in transit and at rest; access controls; contractual commitments on access requests and challenges.

	Conclusion
	[Protection is / is not "not materially lower" than in the UK, with these measures.]



Sign-off
	Assessed by
	[Name, role, date]

	Reviewed by DPO
	[Name, date]

	Review date
	[ ]
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