Maintenance Change Request
for the update of ISO 20022 financial repository items
A. Name of the request:

 “ISO 20022 Payments Maintenance 2014/2015” 

B. Submitting organization(s):

SWIFT 

Standards Department, 

Avenue Adele, 1 

1310 La Hulpe - Belgium

C. Related messages:
Under this project, below existing ISO 20022 messages will be maintained.
· Payment Initiation messages set:

	· pain.001.001.05
	CustomerCreditTransferInitiationV05

	· pain.002.001.05
	CustomerPaymentStatusReportV05

	· pain.007.001.04
	CustomerPaymentReversalV04

	· pain.008.001.04
	CustomerDirectDebitInitiationV04

	· pain.013.001.03
	CreditorPaymentActivationRequestV03

	· pain.014.001.03
	CreditorPaymentActivationRequestStatusReportV03


· Payment Clearing And Settlement messages set:

	· pacs.002.001.05
	FIToFIPaymentStatusReportV05

	· pacs.003.001.04
	FIToFICustomerDirectDebitV04

	· pacs.004.001.04
	PaymentReturnV04

	· pacs.007.001.04
	FIToFIPaymentReversalV04

	· pacs.008.001.04
	FIToFICustomerCreditTransferV04

	· pacs.009.001.04
	FinancialInstitutionCreditTransferV04


· Bank to Customer Cash Management messages set:

	· camt.052.001.04
	BankToCustomerAccountReportV04

	· camt.053.001.04
	BankToCustomerStatementV04

	· camt.054.001.04
	BankToCustomerDebitCreditNotificationV04


· Exceptions and Investigations messages set:

	· camt.028.001.04
	AdditionalPaymentInformationV04

	· camt.029.001.04
	ResolutionOfInvestigationV04

	· camt.055.001.03
	CustomerPaymentCancellationRequestV03

	· camt.056.001.03
	FIToFIPaymentCancellationRequestV03

	· camt.087.001.01
	RequestToModifyPaymentV01


· Notification To Receive messages set:

	· camt.057.001.03
	NotificationToReceiveV03

	· camt.058.001.03
	NotificationToReceiveCancellationAdviceV03

	· camt.059.001.03
	NotificationToReceiveStatusReportV03


· Bank Services Billing message set:

	· camt.086.001.01
	BankServicesBillingV01


Please note that the implementation of the changes in the following messages: 
	· pain.013.001.03
	CreditorPaymentActivationRequestV03

	· pain.014.001.03
	CreditorPaymentActivationRequestStatusReportV03


should be covered by a separate MCR to be delivered by the CBI Consortium.
D. Commitments of the submitting organization:

SWIFT, the submitting organization confirms that it can and will:

· undertake the development of the new version of the candidate ISO 20022 message models that it will submit to the RA for compliance review and evaluation. New valid Message Definition models will be made available to the RA by December 1.   

· provide a new version of part 1 of the Message Definition Report (MDR)  by December 1, and new examples of valid message instances of each candidate message by May 1 at the latest.
· address any queries related to the description of the new models and messages as published by the RA on the ISO 20022 website.
SWIFT confirms it intends to organize the actual implementation of the new version of the messages once the related documentation has been published by the RA. 

SWIFT confirms its knowledge and acceptance of the ISO 20022 Intellectual Property Rights policy for contributing organizations, as follows.

“Organizations that contribute information to be incorporated into the ISO 20022 Repository shall keep any Intellectual Property Rights (IPR) they have on this information. A contributing organization warrants that it has sufficient rights on the contributed information to have it published in the ISO 20022 Repository through the ISO 20022 Registration Authority in accordance with the rules set in ISO 20022. To ascertain a widespread, public and uniform use of the ISO 20022 Repository information, the contributing organization grants third parties a non-exclusive, royalty-free license to use the published information”. 

E. Contact persons:
Vincent Kuntz – SWIFT Standards, vincent.kuntz@swift.com
Tinne Verschueren – SWIFT Standards, tinne.verschueren@swift.com
Karin de Ridder – SWIFT Standards, karin.deridder@swift.com
CR0022: Update of the interest component
A. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: Febelfin – Belgian Bankers’ Association
A.2 Contact person: 

	Patrick Wynant
	patrick.wynant@febelfin.be
	+32 2 507 68 51

	Philippe Minnaert
	philippe.minnaert@fortis.com
	+32 2 228 37 42

	Benoît Baijot
	benoit.baijot@dexia.com
	+32 2 222 62 69

	Steven Bogaert
	steven.bogaert@ing.be
	

	Elke De Bruyckere
	elke.debruyckere@kbc.be
	+32 2 429 23 39

	Jurgen Declerck
	Jurgen.declerck@kbc.be
	+32 2 429 91 38


 A.3 Sponsors: 

a. Febelfin – Belgian Bankers’ Association

b. Federation of Finnish Financial Services 
c. Danish Bankers Association
B. Related messages:
· camt052.001.02
· camt053.001.02
· camt054.001.02
C. Description of the change request:
Include a ‘Tax’-item in the existing structure of the ‘Interest’-item.

The ‘Interest’-item can be found both at the ‘Entry’-level as well as at the ‘TransactionDetails’-level.  This change request applies for both levels.

As is :

	Interest
	0..n

	
	Amount
	1..1

	
	CreditDebitIndicator
	1..1

	
	+ Type
	0..1

	
	+ Rate
	0..n

	
	+ FromToDate
	0..1

	
	Reason
	0..1


To be :

	Interest
	0..n

	
	TotalIntrestAmount
	0..1

	
	Record
	0..n

	
	
	Amount
	1..1

	
	
	CreditDebitIndicator
	0..1

	
	
	+ Type
	0..1

	
	
	+ Rate
	0..1

	
	
	+ FromToDate
	0..1

	
	
	Reason
	0..1

	
	
	Tax
	0..1

	
	
	
	Identification
	0..1

	
	
	
	Rate
	0..1

	
	
	
	Amount
	0..1


D. Purpose of the change:

The ‘Interest’-item is missing a ‘Tax’-item.  This means that taxes such as withholding tax have to be reported separately in the summary 'Tax’-item, which is confusing, accentuated by ‘Interest’ being a repeating block.  Inclusion of a ‘Tax’-item in the ‘Interest’-item, would allow tax on individual interest items to be reported in an unambiguous manner and ensure a level of consistency in implementation globally.

E. Urgency of the request:

Next ISO 20022 version, camt.052.001.03, camt.053.001.03, and camt.054.001.03
F. Business examples:
Essential functionality resulting in, for example, in an interim work-around being defined as part of the CGI (Common Global Implementation) and in account reporting market practice within Belgium (FEBELFIN).

G. SEG recommendation:
	Consider
	X
	Timing

	
	- Next yearly cycle: 2014/2015
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2014 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2015)
	X
	Priority: 

high 

medium 

low

	
	- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages
(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)
	

	
	- Urgent unscheduled
(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)
	
	

	
	- Other timing:
	


Comments:

CR was only partially implemented during the 2011/2012 maintenance cycle in camt.052 only. Change still needs to be applied on camt.053 and camt.054.
	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:
H. Impact analysis:
This change request impacts the three B2C Account Report messages, as indicated in section B.  The actual change impacts the Interest component which is defined both at Report level, at Entry Level and at TransactionDetails level (defined in the Entry / EntryDetails) with AccountInterest2 and TransactionInterest2.
Due to some omissions, the change has only been applied on the BankToCustomerAccountReport (camt.052) message and should now also be applied on the following messages as indicated in the section B.   
I. Proposed implementation: 
In reviewing the detailed implementation, it appears that actually the implementation of the CR has been fully performed at the TransactionDetails and Entry levels, through the use of the TransactionInterest3 message component which is already present in all 3 messages, as follows: 
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However, the structure of the Interest component at Report level was only implemented in the camt.052, through the AccountInterest3 message component, as follows: 
This change should have been applied in the camt.053 and camt.054 as well. 
Therefore the update will result in the change of the Interest element at Statement level (for the camt.053) or Notification level (for the camt.054) with the following update, as already done in the Report level for the camt.052 for alignment purpose:
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We propose to apply the changes to the camt.053 and camt.054, in which this change has not been applied during the maintenance 2011/2012.
J. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing.
	Timing
	As requested 


K. Final decision of the SEG(s):
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection: 
CR0233: Add of card transaction details
A. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: This request is submitted by the Berlin Group on behalf of its members from the European Card Payments Industry, which include Atos Wordline, Borica, BKM, Ceca, Cetrel, Trionis, EAPS, Euro Kartensysteme, Equens,  e-rsb, DIAS, First Data International, German Banking Industry Committee, MBU, National Bank of Serbia, PAN Nordic Card Association, Payfair, Equens Italy, SIA, SIBS, Visa Europe, VocaLink, and others.
A.2 Contact person: 

The following persons can be contacted by the RA, RMG or SEG to get additional information on the project and/or its business justification:

Ortwin Scheja, SRC Security Research & Consulting GmbH, Bonn, Germany

phone: +492282806109, email: ortwin.scheja@src-gmbh.de
B. Related messages:
The bank to customer report messages:
· camt.052 BankToCustomerAccountReport
· camt.053 BankToCustomerStatement
· camt.054 BankToCustomerDebitCreditNotification
C. Description of the change request:
The ISO 20022 financial repository describes payment messages for Direct Debits and Credit Transfers. The Berlin Group as a European standardisation organisation has developed a payment model and a message format for the clearing of card transactions by using the Direct Debit messages from the ISO 20022 repository, i.e. “pain” and “pacs” messages of the standard resulting in a SEPA Card Clearing Framework (SCC), cp. www.berlin-group.org.

Whilst the ISO 20022 repository is fully sufficient for the clearing process between the Debtor and Creditor Bank itself also for card transactions, more data elements are required to transport card transaction related data from the Creditor to the Debtor or their respective reference parties for the cardholder account statement or the dispute management between the acquirer of the card transaction and the issuer of the card. To solve this in a short term perspective, the Berlin Group has introduced proprietary encodings for SCC within subfields of the payment messages, especially a TLV encoding of the unstructured remittance information field.

With the extension of ISO 20022 payment messages by the supplementary data field methodology within the transactions and with the upcoming card data container submitted by the Berlin Group to the ISO 20022 repository, these messages now will meet the requirements of a well-structured clearing of card based transactions. 

Up to now, the usage of the card data container is intended to be used by the SCC framework for the customer-to-bank and bank-to-bank messages. The camt messages within the bank-to-customer interface have not been addressed in detail, since these messages have been extended through CR0021 (Febelfin) anyhow by card transaction related data. The Berlin Group has been included into the discussions of the underlying model, while extending the camt messages by card data. 

Nevertheless, due to the on-going development of the supplementary data extension and due to the fact that the Berlin Group has not been officially involved into the commenting process of the new camt messages, some  data needed in the card’s part of the camt messages from the Berlin Group perspective, have not been included into the camt messages. Thus, the Berlin Group is asking for extending the card details field within the new camt messages for some more data components and elements.

Design Impact on card detail field within card messages
The Entry component 5.1.176 CardTransaction of the camt.052, camt.053 and camt.054 messages within the bank-to-customer sphere should be extended by the following data elements:

· Amount (optional, present as ISO 20022 sub field as defined in CAPE 2.143 respectively CardAmountAndCurrencyExchange1) with currency with the types of entry

· Cash Back (present)

· Gratuity (present)

· Original (present)

· InterchangeFee (present)

· Surcharge (present)

· ServiceFee (present)

· Payment Context (optional, present as ISO 20022 sub field as defined in CAPE 2.86 respectively PaymentContext3) with the substructures present in the ISO 20022:

· Card Presence (True/False)

· Cardholder Presence (True/False)

· Attendance

· Authentication method 

· Card Data Entry Mode

· Transaction Channel

· RePresentmentReason  (optional, new field for ISO 20022 with external code list)

· ICC related Data (optional, present as ISO 20022 sub field as defined in CAPE 2.164)

· MerchantCategoryCode (optional, present as ISO 20022 sub field as defined in CAPE 2.109)

· TransactionDateTime (optional, present as ISO 20022 sub field as defined in CAPE 2.111)

· TransactionReference (optional, present as ISO 20022 sub field as defined in CAPE 2.112)

· SaleReferenceNumber (optional, present as ISO 20022 sub field as defined in CAPE 2.99)

· AdditionalService (optional, present as ISO 20022 sub field as defined in CAPE 2.107)
· PrepaidAccount to be loaded (optional, new field for ISO 20022 defined as CashAccount24) with the subfields

· Account to be loaded

· Account Type

· Account Issuer Name
More details on card transaction related data to be transported in camt messages can be delivered by the Berlin Group, if needed by the ISO 20022 Payment SEG.

D. Purpose of the change:

The Berlin Group intends to issue a new version of its SEPA Card Clearing Framework, based on payment messages, including card data containers in the corresponding pain and pacs messages. The data content of the supplementary data container have to be completely considered by the camt messages with its card data detail field. The purpose is to fully support the card data transport end-to-end from the (ultimate) creditor to the (ultimate) debtor. Only the full end-to-end transport of all card data container content will enable the banks

· to inform the merchants and cardholders about all necessary entries, and

· to translate the payment based clearing into clearing formats of other card payment schemes where necessary.

E. Urgency of the request:

The banking industry in some European countries is planning to migrate the card clearing from domestic debit instruments to SEPA standards after February 2014 (SEPA end date). Thus the extension of the ISO 20022 debit and credit messages for card data and here the full functionality of camt messages regarding card data is very urgent to allow the use of fully ISO defined messages. 

See additional comment on requested timing on next page. 

F. Business examples:
Cp. D.
G. SEG recommendation:
	Consider
	X
	Timing

	
	- Next yearly cycle: 2012/2013
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2012 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2013)
	
	Priority: 

high 

medium 

low

	
	- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages
(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)
	X

	
	- Urgent unscheduled
(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)
	
	

	
	- Other timing:
	


Comments:

CR0233 has been approved by the Card SEG during the SEG Conference Call on 03rd Oct. 2012. There are no additional comments. Participants:

· Vanobberghen, William

· Epaillard, Pierre

· Spittler, Pascal
· Herwig, Reinhard

· Scheja, Ortwin

· Chris Starr (apologised)

Next action:

A working group of Card SEG members, the editor of the camt messages and the submitter of CR0233 will be organised to complete the integrated CardTransaction message component beginning of November 2012.

Joint Comment: Berlin Group / SWIFT (28 May 2013)

Following a joint meeting in May 2013, it was agreed that some elements must be implemented in the B2C Cash Management messages in the Card Transaction details component, and suggests that the CR be only implemented at the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages (the change should be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right).

Following implementation has been agreed in the messages:
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Within the CardTransaction element the PrePaidAccount should be added as already present in the PaymentsSDV01 supplementary data component.
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Within the Individual card transaction component, following 3 elements will be added as already present in the PaymentsSDV01 supplementary data component:

· ICC Related Data element

· Payment Context element

· RePresentment Reason element

For all amount elements listed in the CR, the current specifications of the AmountDetails component defined in the Transaction Details already fully support the requested amount types through the ProprietaryAmount element (repetitive element), and no further changes are required.

For all other requested elements, the current Card Transaction component already supports the requirements and the required fields.  The definition of the TransactionCategory will be updated to make reference to the MerchantCategoryCode, as those two elements represent the same business concept.

H. Impact analysis:
This change request impacts the three B2C Account Report messages, as indicated in section B.  The actual change impacts the Card Transaction component which is defined both at Entry Level and at TransactionDetails level. 
I. Proposed implementation: 
The implementation will follow strictly the layout as agreed between the requestor and the submitting organisation during the clarification workshop in which the detailed implementation has been discussed (see section G - Joint Comment: Berlin Group / SWIFT - 28 May 2013)
J. Proposed timing:

The submitting organisation confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing.

	Timing
	As requested 


K. Final decision of the SEG(s):
	Approve
	X


Comments: France abstained for this CR.
	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

CR0313: Debtor/Creditor reporting for R-Transactions
A. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: 
German Savings Banks Association (DSGV)

A.2 Contact persons: 

Dr. Ralf Schopohl (Ralf.Schopohl@dsgv.de, +49 228 4495 7379)
A.3 Sponsors: 

· National Association of German Cooperative Banks (BVR) representing all German Cooperative Banks

· German Savings Banks Association (DSGV) representing all German Savings Banks and regional banks (Landesbanken)

· Deutsche Bundesbank


B. Related messages:
camt.052, camt.053, camt.054 (clarification in the MDR)  

C. Description of the change request:
According to an agreement reached by the DK (Die Deutsche Kreditwirtschaft) in 2009, the German banking industry has decided to use the three cash management messages (camt) based on ISO 20022 for customer statement information. 
So actually all German banks are implementing or have implemented camt. Thereby it was detected that it is not self-explanatory how R-transactions are presented/ reported in the several camt-messages.

Two interpretations are possible: 


1) The debtor/creditor account (and the related parties and agents) of an R-transaction are the same as the debtor/creditor  account in the original underlying transaction. This would be in accordance with the approach of the ISO 20022 pacs R-messages, which do not change the roles in the complete process. 

2) The roles “debtor” and “creditor” (and the related parties and agents) of a transaction are always those who give and receive the money via the transaction on hand (which means: debit = debtor and credit = creditor). Consequently the roles have to be changed, ie. a Debtor in the pacs R-message becomes a creditor in the camt message.

The interpretation conflict comes apparent by the following graphics, which show extracts of pacs.002/004 and camt.052/53/54: 
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(For R-transactions the ISO-messages pacs.002 and pacs.004 are specified. Creditor and debtor are transmitted in the structure <OrgnlTxRef> which means, that the content of the elements are those of the original underlying transaction. 
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( In the camt-message we do not have any “original”-structure. So for the mapping of R-transactions into camt all elements have to be mapped 1:1 (interpretation 1) or to be turned (interpretation 2, which means original creditor becomes debtor in the case of  R-transactions) 

D. Purpose of the change:

In the German banking industry both approaches have “followers” – the result is that some banks implemented version 1 and others version 2. 

In order to receive a common interpretation a guidance how the parties are interpreted in case of R-transactions is needed. To achieve this clarification guidance in the in the Message Definition Report (MDR) would be very helpful and appreciated.

E. Urgency of the request:

The actual status is unacceptable for our customers who would like to introduce the camt messages in the context of their SEPA migration projects. The current situation prevents a consistent use of camt.

In consequence an update of the Message Definition Report is expected for the next yearly maintenance cycle.

F. Business examples:
--
G. SEG recommendation:
	Consider
	X
	Timing

	
	- Next yearly cycle: 2014/2015
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2014 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2015)
	X

	
	- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages
(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)
	

	
	- Urgent unscheduled
(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)
	
	

	
	- Other timing:
	


Comments:

H. Impact analysis:
This change request impacts the three B2C Cash Management messages, as indicated in section B. No other messages have been identified as part of the impact analysis.
I. Proposed implementation: 
Based on the description of the issue, as provided by the CR submitting organisation, we actually propose 3 possible options:

· Option 1: 

Add a usage rule on each of the parties impacted, as described for interpretation 1 (i.e. keeping to creditor / debtor referenced of the original payment initiation messages, and not inverting the debtor/creditor in the reporting of R-Transactions). 

Remark: the use of the Bank Transaction Code will allow a clear identification that the debtor/creditor are the ones as defined in the original payment.

· Option 2: 

Add for each of the parties impacted which might be inverted in the R-Transaction, an original-structure. For all creditor parties (ultimate creditor, creditor, creditor agent), define an original party (ultimate creditor, original creditor and original creditor agent), and equivalent parties for the debtor parties.

When reporting R-Transaction, complete the Original parties to avoid any misinterpretation on which party is reported. A usage rule must also be added to specify that the creditor/debtor are based on interpretation 2 in this case, since the creditor/debtor in interpretation 1 will always be reported in the original parties.
· Option 3: 

Add an indicator at TransactionDetails level to specify whether the related parties are the creditor/debtor parties of the original payment or of the R-transaction. 

Remark: this option would have the least impact on the current implementation, as the addition of an indicator would clarify the usage of those elements, without further changes required. 
The Payments SEG is therefore required to decide on which option to implement, taking into account that the messages have already been implemented in two different ways. Once agreed on which option will be selected, we will provide a more detailed implementation proposal for the specific option.

J. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing.

	Timing
	As requested 


K. Final decision of the SEG(s):
The Payments SEG asked for a postponement of the decision deadline to December 3rd to allow enough time collecting feedback from the communities on R-message usage.
	Approve
	X


Comments: Final decision on the implementation of the CR:
The SEG agreed to implement the CR as follows (basically option 1)
· Add the following usage rule at the Entry element in the reporting messages:
Usage Rule: In case of an R-transaction the creditor / debtor referenced of the original payment initiation messages is also used for reporting of the R-transaction. The debtor/creditor in the reporting of R-Transactions is not inverted. 
Following elements are impacted by this usage rule:
Creditor, UltimateCreditor, CreditorAccount, CreditorAgent, CreditorAgentAccount, Debtor, UltimateDebtor, DebtorAccount, DebtorAgent and DebtorAgentAccount.
· Develop a MUG: 
Specific usage of the BTC and the ReversalIndicator will be covered through a MUG specifically addressing this issue, to be published with the final documentation in May.
A working group will be called to support this new work item to write and/or review the MUG. SWIFT will define a first draft proposal for early 2015, taking into account the discussions that took place during the evaluation of the change request.

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

CR0334: Removal of XOR rule in camt.086
A. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: ISO 20022 Registration Authority. 

A.2 Contact person: Jean-Marie Eloy (jean-marie.eloy@swift.com, +3226553854)

 A.3 Sponsors: new edition of ISO 20022:2013 (v1.5)   

B. Related messages:
Bank Services Billing: camt.086.001.01

C. Description of the change request:
Replacement of the ‘unnamed’ <<xor>> choice used in camt.086 by a ‘named’ ChoiceComponent to ensure compliance with the new edition ISO 20022:2013 (v1.5). 
D. Purpose of the change:

Under the new edition ISO 20022:2013, ‘unnamed’ choices (known as XOR choices) are forbidden and should be replaced by ‘named’ ChoiceComponents. Unnamed choices are difficult to implement as they require an implementer to 'invent' a name for the choice. Unnamed choices may also be confusing to a user if a choice has to be made without any context as to why the choice is there. 
E. Urgency of the request:

We leave it up to the SEG and the Submitting Organisation in charge of the maintenance of this message definition to decide the most appropriate maintenance cycle to implement the changes. 
F. Business examples:
N/A

G. SEG recommendation:
	Consider
	X
	Timing

	
	- Next yearly cycle: 2014/2015
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2014 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2015)
	

	
	- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages
(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)
	

	
	- Urgent unscheduled
(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)
	
	

	
	- Other timing: 2015/2016
	


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:
H. Impact analysis:
This change request impacts the Bank Services Billing message (camt.086.001.01) only. 
I. Proposed implementation: 
Following element BillingStatementGroup / BillingStatement / CashAccountCharacteristics / CashAccount is still typed with the CashAccount16 message component, which incorrectly contains the XOR rule instead of a named choice component.

The CashAccount16 message component was updated in the remaining payments messages with the CashAccount24 component, which removes the XOR rule from the message component.

In order to perform the similar update we propose to update the AccountCharacteristics message component, so that the CashAccount element is typed by the CashAccount24 message component.

J. Proposed timing: 
The submitting organization proposes not to update the current message, as this is the only change to the Bank Services Billing message, and top implement the change at the occasion of a next maintenance, when additional changes have been received.
Rational of this proposed timing: CGI-MP is currently looking into the creation of implementation guidelines and has raised a number of issues in the current version of the message which will most probably lead to the submission of new change requests. 

	Timing
	At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages


K. Final decision of the SEG(s):
	Approve
	X


Comments: This CR has been postponed to maintenance cycle 2015/2016.
	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

CR0389: Addition of Tax element in pacs.008 message
A. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: 
Technical Committee #122 «Financial operations standards» 
A.2 Contact person: 
· Baykov Igor, Vice-chairman, Technical Committee #122, big@cbr.ru.
· Timothy Romaslovsky, Consultant, ROSSWIFT, Timothy.Romaslovsky@swift-russia.ru, +7 910 458 8897. 

· Kuznetsov Anton, Expert, The Central Bank of the Russian Federation, kap6@cbr.ru, +7 963 998 6086.
A.3 Sponsors: 
The Central Bank of the Russian Federation, Russian Corporate-to-Bank Market Practice Group (Russian CMPG) of Russian National Member and User Group (ROSSWIFT). 
B. Related messages:

pacs.008.001.04 - FIToFICustomerCreditTransferV04.

C. Description of the change request:
Add tag <TAX> in payment clearing and settlement interbank message (pacs.008.001.04), with the same structure as tag <TAX> in payment initiation messages (pain) code.

D. Purpose of the change:

In Russian practice debtor and creditor sends tax information to Tax Administration.  Therefore, there is a need to send tax information in chain of messages “pain-pacs-camt”.

E. Urgency of the request:

Under the “Strategy of the development national payment system in Russian Federation”, there is a number of events planned for 2014-2015 to implement “pain-pacs-camt” messages. Therefore, this change needs to be included as soon as possible. 

F. Business examples: 
Add tag Tax <Tax> in pacs.008.001.04 FIToFICustomerCreditTransferV04 between tags RegulatoryReporting <RgltryRptg>  and RelatedRemittanceInformation <RltdRmtInf>  with the following structure: 

(Same as in pain.001.001.05)

	Or
	MessageElementOflWi. Tag>
	Mult.
	Type

	
	Creditor <Cdtr>
	[0..1]
	

	
	TaxIdentification <TaxId>
	[0..1]
	Text

	
	RegistrationIdentification <RegnId>
	[0..1]
	Text

	
	TaxType <TaxTp>
	[0..1]
	Text

	
	Debtor <Dbtr>
	[0..1]
	

	
	TaxIdentification <TaxId>
	[0..1]
	Text

	
	RegistrationIdentification <RegnId>
	[0..1]
	Text

	
	TaxType <TaxTp>
	[0..1]
	Text

	
	Authorisation <Authstn>
	[0..1]
	

	
	Title <Titl>
	[0..1]
	Text

	
	Name <Nm>
	[0..1]
	Text

	
	AdministrationZone <AdmstnZn>
	[0..1]
	Text

	
	ReferenceNumber <RefNb>
	[0..1]
	Text

	
	Method <Mtd>
	[0..1]
	Text

	
	TotalTaxableBaseAmount <TtlTaxblBaseAmt>
	[0..1]
	Amount

	
	TotalTaxAmount <TtlTaxAmt>
	[0..1]
	Amount

	
	Date <Dt>
	[0..1]
	Date

	
	SequenceNumber <SeqNb>
	[0..1]
	Quantity

	
	Record <Rcrd>
	[0..*]
	

	
	Type <Tp>
	[0..1]
	Text

	
	Category <Ctgy>
	[0..1]
	Text

	
	CategoryDetails <CtgyDtls>
	[0..1]
	Text

	
	DebtorStatus <DbtrSts>
	[0..1]
	Text

	
	CertificateIdentification <CertId>
	[0..1]
	Text

	
	FormsCode <FrmsCd>
	[0..1]
	Text

	
	Period <Prd>
	[0..1]
	

	
	Year <Yr>
	[0..1]
	Date

	
	Type <Tp>
	[0..1]
	CodeSet

	
	FromToDate <FrToDt>
	[0..1]
	±

	
	TaxAmount <TaxAmt>
	[0..1]
	

	
	Rate <Rate>
	[0..1]
	Rate

	
	TaxableBaseAmount <TaxblBaseAmt>
	[0..1]
	Amount

	
	TotalAmount <TtlAmt>
	[0..1]
	Amount

	
	Details <Dtls>
	[0..*]
	

	
	Period <Prd>
	[0..1]
	

	
	Year <Yr>
	[0..1]
	Date

	
	Type <Tp>
	[0..1]
	CodeSet

	
	FromToDate <FrToDt>
	[0..1]
	±

	
	Amount <Amt>
	
	Amount

	
	AdditionalInformation <AddtlInf>
	[0..1]
	Text


G. SEG recommendation:

	Consider
	X
	Timing

	
	- Next yearly cycle: 2014/2015
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2014 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2015)
	X

	
	- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages
(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)
	

	
	- Urgent unscheduled
(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)
	
	

	
	- Other timing:
	


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:
H. Impact analysis:
This change request impacts the FIToFICustomerCreditTransfer message, as indicated in section B.
However, we would recommend that, for alignment purpose, the change is added as well in the FinancialInstitutionCreditTransfer (pacs.009) message, in the UnderlyingCreditTransferTransaction component, which is used to provide the details on an underlying payment in the Cover scenario. 

I. Proposed implementation: 
The requested Tax component is present in the CreditTransferTransactionInformation element, in the CustomerCreditTransferInitiation message, type by TaxInformation3, as follows:
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We propose to add the same element in the same position in the CreditTransferTransactionInformation element in the pacs.008 and in the UnderlyingCreditTransferTransaction element in the pacs.009, as follows:
· -pacs.008:
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· -pacs.009:
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Please note that with the addition of the Tax component in the Payments Clearing and Settlement domain closes the gap in the end-to-end payment chain (Payments Initiation, Payments Clearing and Settlement, and B2C Reporting).
J. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing. 
	Timing
	As requested 


K. Final decision of the SEG(s):
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

CR0390: Removal of two unncessary rules
A. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: 

SWIFT SCRL, Avenue Adèle 1, B-1310 La Hulpe, Belgium
A.2 Contact person: 

Tinne Verschueren, e-mail: tinne.verschueren@swift.com, Tel: +32 2 655 4606

B. Related messages:
pacs.008.001.04: FIToFICustomerCreditTransferV04
C. Description of the change request:
Remove 2 unnecessary rules (DebtorAgentAccountRule and CreditorAgentAccountRule) from the message as they cover a business that is not valid against the message schema. DebtorAgentAccount can never be present without DebtorAgent, because DebtorAgent is a mandatory element in the message. Similar for CreditorAgentAccount, because CreditorAgent is a mandatory element in the message. There is no need for the rule, because the ‘clause’ CreditorAgent must be present or DebtorAgent must be present is always guaranteed by the message itself.
C10 CreditorAgentAccountRule

If CreditorAgentAccount is present, then CreditorAgent must be present. (CrossElementComplexRule)

C13 DebtorAgentAccountRule

If DebtorAgentAccount is present, then DebtorAgent must be present. (CrossElementComplex-

Rule)
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D. Purpose of the change:

Correct historical error/omission. The creation of these rules in pacs.008.001.02 was an incorrect alignment from the pacs.009.001.01. In the pacs.009 this rule is relevant as the DebtorAgent and CreditorAgent are optional elements. The error was copied during the previous maintenances (the irrelevant rules are also present in pace.008.001.03, pacs.008.001.04).

Rules are created to regulate the presence of a message element in a message instance. Rules come on top of the message definition structure and should not cover business that is not in line with the message structure/schema. 
E. Urgency of the request:

As the rules are not blocking the intended use of the message, the change is not urgent and should be applied at the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages.

F. Business examples:
N/A

G. SEG recommendation:
	Consider
	X
	Timing

	
	- Next yearly cycle: 2014/2015
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2014 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2015)
	

	
	- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages
(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)
	X

	
	- Urgent unscheduled
(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)
	
	

	
	- Other timing:
	


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

H. Impact analysis:
This change request impacts the FIToFICustomerCreditTransfer message, as indicated in section B. No other messages have been identified through the impact analysis.
I. Proposed implementation: 
We propose to remove the rules in CreditTransferTransaction7 message component, as we confirm that the 2 conditional elements are both mandatory in the message: 

C10 CreditorAgentAccountRule:  CreditorAgent is mandatory and always present.
C13 DebtorAgentAccountRule: DebtorAgent is mandatory and always present
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.

J. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing.
	Timing
	As requested 


K. Final decision of the SEG(s):
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

CR0391: Instructed amount and charges amount rule updates
A. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: 

SWIFT SCRL, Avenue Adèle 1, B-1310 La Hulpe, Belgium
A.2 Contact person: 

Tinne Verschueren, e-mail: tinne.verschueren@swift.com, Tel: +32 2 655 4606
 A.3 Sponsors: 

PMPG HVP TF (Payments Market Practice Group, High Value Payments Task Force)

B. Related messages:
· pacs.008.001.04: FIToFICustomerCreditTransferV04
· pain.001.001.05: CustomerCreditTransferInitiationV05 (only for InstructedAmount)

· pacs.003.001.04: FIToFICustomerDirectDebitV04
· pain.008.001.04: CustomerDirectDebitInitiationV04  (only for InstructedAmount)

· pacs.009.001.04: FinancialInstitutionCreditTransferV04 (only for InstructedAmount)

· pain.013.001.03: CreditorPaymentActivationRequestV03  (only for InstructedAmount)

C. Description of the change request:
H. Addition/clarification to the definition of InstructedAmount to stress that the information needs to be transported unchanged through the payments chain.
Current definition 
Amount of money to be moved between the debtor and creditor, before deduction of charges, expressed in the currency as ordered by the initiating party.
Proposed new definition 

Amount of money to be moved between the debtor and creditor, before deduction of charges, expressed in the currency as ordered by the initiating party. 
Usage: This amount has to be transported unchanged through the transaction chain.
I. Transform a Cross Element Rule into a Textual Guideline

Current Rule: ChargesAmountRule
If ChargesInformation is present, then the currency of ChargesInformation/ChargesAmount must be the same as the currency of InterbankSettlementAmount.

Proposed new Guideline: ChargesAmountGuideline

If ChargesInformation is present, then the currency of ChargesInformation/ChargesAmount is recommended to be the same as the currency of InterbankSettlementAmount.
D. Purpose of the change:

Several Market Infrastructures worldwide (for example CPA, Target2, EBA) are migrating High value payments messages from their current SWIFT FIN portfolio of messages to ISO 20022. The approach taken by the Market Infrastructure is to apply a “Like for Like” usage of the ISO 20022 Standards. During this exercise, it was identified that pure ‘Like for Like’ cannot be applied in the above mentioned cases, as the definition of InstructedAmount is not fully aligned with the definition of field 33B and the ChargesAmountRule is more restrictive than the FIN network validation is. 

To consider migration from a FIN MT starting point, applying ‘Like for Like’ both message standards need (at the minimum) to cover the same business usage.

E. Urgency of the request:

The request is to have the change at the next yearly ISO 20022 maintenance cycle 2014/2015 as the work on the ‘Like for Like’ migration in different communities has already started today and some intend to start their testing in the course of 2015.
F. Business examples:
Valid MT 103:

:20:494931/DEV

:23B:CRED

:32A:140528EUR1958,00
:33B:USD2735.94

:36:1.3871
:50K:/122267890

BIODATA GMBH

HOCHSTRASSE, 27

8022-ZURICH

SWITZERLAND

:59:/502664959

H.F. JANSSEN LEDEBOERSTRAAT 27

AMSTERDAM

:71A:BEN

:71F:USD20,
Invalid ISO pacs.008.001.04

<IntrBkSttlmAmt Ccy="EUR">1958</IntrBkSttlmAmt>
.

.

.

<ChrgBr>CRED</ChrgBr>

<ChrgsInf>

<Amt Ccy="USD">20</Amt>
<Agt>

.

.

.

G. SEG recommendation:

	Consider
	X
	Timing

	
	- Next yearly cycle: 2014/2015
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2014 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2015)
	X

	
	- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages
(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)
	

	
	- Urgent unscheduled
(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)
	
	

	
	- Other timing:
	


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

H. Impact analysis:
Instructed Amount
On top of the initial list of messages identified in the section B above, that is:

· pacs.008.001.04: FIToFICustomerCreditTransferV04
· pain.001.001.05: CustomerCreditTransferInitiationV05
· pacs.003.001.04: FIToFICustomerDirectDebitV04

· pain.008.001.04: CustomerDirectDebitInitiationV04
· pacs.009.001.04: FinancialInstitutionCreditTransferV04
· pain.013.001.03: CreditorPaymentActivationRequestV03
we identified a number of additional messages, in which the InstructedAmount definition should be updated for consistency and alignment, as they use the same component as in the above messages (in the OriginalTransactionReference component): 

· pacs.002.001.05: FIToFIPaymentStatusReportV04

· pacs.004.001.04: PaymentReturnV04

· pacs.007.001.04: FIToFIPaymentReversalV04

· pain.002.001.05: CustomerPaymentStatusReportV04

· pain.007.001.04: CustomerPaymentReversalV04
· camt.029.001.04: ResolutionOfInvestigationV04

· camt.055.001.03: CustomerPaymentCancellationRequestV03
· camt.056.001.03: FIToFIPaymentCancellationRequestV03
The following messages are impacted as well, but are not in the scope of this MCR:
· pain.014.001.03: CreditorPaymentActivationRequestStatusReportV03
· remt.001.001.01: RemittanceAdviceV01
ChargesAmountRule:

We confirm the initial impact assessment, and only the 2 messages as defined in section B are impacted by this change, that is: 
· pacs.008.001.04: FIToFICustomerCreditTransferV04
· pacs.003.001.04: FIToFICustomerDirectDebitV04
I. Proposed implementation: 
Implementation will be done according to the requestor, as described in section C - Detailed description of the required modification, to implement the requested change.

J. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing.

	Timing
	As requested 


K. Final decision of the SEG(s):
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

CR0392: Add OriginalGroupInformation block
A. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: 

SWIFT SCRL, Avenue Adèle 1, B-1310 La Hulpe, Belgium
A.2 Contact person: 

Isabelle Bouille, e-mail: Isabelle.bouille@swift.com, Tel: +32 2 655 44 20

 A.3 Sponsors: 

Canadian Payments Association (CPA)

Contact: Charlie Clarke _ e-mail: cclarke@cdnpay.ca , Tel: + 1 613 238 41 73

B. Related messages:
· pacs.002.001.04: FIToFIPaymentStatusReportV04
· pacs.007.001.04: FIToFIPaymentReversalV04
C. Description of the change request:
Proposed changes to the pacs.002 and pacs.007 messages:

Add an “OriginalGroupInformation” block (0..1), in the TransactionInformationBlock. This new OriginalGroupInformation block should contain the same information as currently available in the pacs.004.001.04 (Payment Return) (drawing below), that is “OriginalMessageIdentification” (1..1), “OriginalMessageNameIdentification” (1..1)  and” OriginalCreationDateTime” (0..1).

 [image: image13.png]



D. Purpose of the change:

During implementation work conducted by several communities, including CPA, it was noted that whilst the Payment Return message (pacs.004.001.04) caters for the return of transactions that are part of several different messages, this is not the case for the FIToFIPaymentStatus Report message (pacs.002.001.04)  and the FIToFIPaymentReversal message (pacs.007.001.04).

Purpose of this change is to allow the communities to conduct harmonized exceptions and investigation processes. Today the Payment Return (pacs.004.001.04) allows the return of transactions coming from different files sent throughout the day.  This allows the banks to keep the number of Payment Return messages to a minimum and facilitate the return processes for Operations teams. The same principle should apply to  both the FI to FI Payment Status Report (pacs.002.001.04) and FI to FI Payment Reversal (pacs.007.001.04) messages. After analysis no business reasons are defined that would prevent these re-grouped Payment Reversals and Payment status Reports.

E. Urgency of the request:

Next yearly ISO 20022 maintenance cycle 2014/2015

Canada (and other communities) are currently working on their migration plans from proprietary/FIN formats to XML ISO20022, and intend to start their testing in the course of 2015.
F. Business examples:
The below illustrates an example for the FI To FI Payment Reversal message with the proposed structure for pacs.007.001.05 (same principle would apply for the FI to FI Payment Status Report message, the pacs.002.001.05).

Bank A submits two FItoFIDirectDebit messages (pacs.003.001.04) to Bank B. 

The first message (sent on D, at 09:00), with MessageIdentification AMAR, contains two single direct debit transactions: one for CAD 100 (EndToEndIdentification: ABC, TransactionIdentification: XXX), one for CAD 150 ((EndToEndIdentification: DEF, TransactionIdentification: ZZZ),

The second message (sent on D, at 11:00), with MessageIdentification ULLA, contains one single direct debit transaction for CAD 50  (EndToEndIdentification: ULM, TransactionIdentification: YYY).

On D+1, Bank A is informed by its corporate that 2 of the 3 transactions sent on D (Message ID AMAR and Message ID ULLA) were duplicates. As settlement took place already, Bank A sends a pacs.007 message to Bank B (Message ID VIAY), with two reversed transactions (those that were duplicated), i.e.  CAD 100 (EndToEndIdentification: ABC, TransactionIdentification: XXX) and CAD 50 (EndToEndIdentification: ULM, TransactionIdentification: YYY). 

This Reversal Message will result with a Credit on the Receiving Bank Institution’s account for a total amount of CAD 150, to be further transmitted to the initial Debtor.
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G. SEG recommendation:
	Consider
	X
	Timing

	
	- Next yearly cycle: 2014/2015
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2014 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2015)
	X

	
	- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages
(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)
	

	
	- Urgent unscheduled
(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)
	
	

	
	- Other timing:
	


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

H. Impact analysis:
This change request impacts the two messages as identified in section B, but the latest version of the pacs.002 message is V05 version, not V04:

· pacs.002.001.05: FIToFIPaymentStatusReportV05
· pacs.007.001.04: FIToFIPaymentReversalV04
As part of the impact analysis, we identified that the requested change could also be applied in the Payment Initiation to the below listed messages
· pain.002.001.05: CustomerPaymentStatusReportV05 (in both OriginalPaymentInformationAndStatus and TransactionInformationAndStatus elements) 

· pain.007.001.04: CustomerPaymentReversalV04 (in both OriginalPaymentInformationAndReversal and TransactionInformation elements) 

However, the business requirements in the customer to bank space do not support such a change, as the status report and reversal would be processed as soon as the bank has received the original payment and they would always be applied on a single payment initiation message. On top of this, it would also highly increase the complexity of the message, as new complex additional rules would be required to ensure that the OriginalGroupInformation element is present and only once on all 3 level of the messages: the Group level, the Payment Information level and the Transaction level. 

Should this change be required in the Payment Initiation domain, we would prefer that a proper CR from an organization identifying the need be submitted.
I. Proposed implementation: 
As identified in the requested change, the below depicted element should be added at the TransactionInformation element in the pacs.007 message and in the TransactionInformationAndStatus element in the pacs.002.
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However, adding this element at transaction level will require some additional changes to the messages:
For the pacs.007:

· The OriginalGroupInformation message build block is currently mandatory: this element must be made optional.

· A new rule must be created to require that the OriginalGroupInformation element is present once in the message at Message level or TransactionInformation level.

Proposed Rule description: If OriginalGroupInformation must be present or TransactionInformation/OriginalGroupInformation must be present but not both.

Remark the actual implementation may result in two rules in the message.
Analysis of the possible scenarios that need to be covered:

Scenario 1: 

Status report is sent back in response to a SINGLE PAYMENT message that was previously issued, and the status report provides the status on several transactions from the single message (current scope of the message as defined today):

· Pacs.008 #1  - MsgId = pacs.008_nbr_001, contains following transactions:

· Tx #1, with reference tx_id_001_nbr_001

· Tx #2, with reference tx_id_002_nbr_001

· Tx #3, with reference tx_id_003_nbr_001

The Status report will contain 3 status of the transactions extracted individually from the 3 pacs.008 message, without reference to the status of the original group:

Pacs.002 will contain following information:

· Original Group Information and Status must be PRESENT, only ONCE, with the following elements mandated:
· OriginalMessageId: pacs.008_nbr_001

· OriginalMessageNameId pacs.008.001.xx (xx = version of the message)

· Rational – all group information is provided in one single place, so that the group information is not repeated in each single Transaction And Status block.

· Transaction Information And Status (up to 3 occurrences – number of transactions in the original message) 

· First occurrence

· OriginalGroupInformation MUST BE ABSENT
· Original Instruction Id: Tx #2, with reference tx_id_002_nbr_001

· Second occurrence

· OriginalGroupInformation MUST BE ABSENT
· Original Instruction Id: Tx #4, with reference tx_id_004_nbr_002

· Third Occurrence

· OriginalGroupInformation MUST BE ABSENT
· Original Instruction Id: Tx #1, with reference tx_id_001_nbr_003

Scenario 2: 

Several payments have been issues, and the status report provides the status on several individual transactions, without information on the full original payments:

· Pacs.008 #1  - MsgId = pacs.008_nbr_001, contains following transactions:

· Tx #1, with reference tx_id_001_nbr_001

· Tx #2, with reference tx_id_002_nbr_001

· Tx #3, with reference tx_id_003_nbr_001

· Pacs.008 #2  - MsgId = pacs.008_nbr_002, contains following transactions:

· Tx #1, with reference tx_id_001_nbr_002

· Tx #2, with reference tx_id_002_nbr_002

· Tx #3, with reference tx_id_003_nbr_002

· Tx #4, with reference tx_id_004_nbr_002

· Pacs.008 #3  - MsgId = pacs.008_nbr_003, contains following transactions:

· Tx #1, with reference tx_id_001_nbr_003

· Tx #2, with reference tx_id_002_nbr_003

The Status report will contain 3 status of the transactions extracted individually from the 3 pacs.008 message, without reference to the status of the original group:

Pacs.002 will contain following information:

· Original Group Information and Status is NOT PRESENT
· No requirement to provide status on the full message

· Rational – only transactions with a specific status are reported in the Status message, i.e. only rejected transactions are present.

· Transaction Information And Status (3 occurrences) 

· First occurrence

· OriginalGroupInformation:

· OriginalMessageId: pacs.008_nbr_001

· OriginalMessageNameId pacs.008.001.xx (xx = version of the message)

· Original Instruction Id: Tx #2, with reference tx_id_002_nbr_001

· Second occurrence

· OriginalGroupInformation:

· OriginalMessageId: pacs.008_nbr_002

· OriginalMessageNameId pacs.008.001.xx 

· Original Instruction Id: Tx #4, with reference tx_id_004_nbr_002

· Third Occurrence

· OriginalGroupInformation:

· OriginalMessageId: pacs.008_nbr_003

· OriginalMessageNameId pacs.008.001.xx 

· Original Instruction Id: Tx #1, with reference tx_id_001_nbr_003

Scenario 3: 

Several payments have been issues, and the status report provides the status on several individual transactions, without information on the full original payments:

· Pacs.008 #1  - MsgId = pacs.008_nbr_001, contains following transactions:

· Tx #1, with reference tx_id_001_nbr_001

· Tx #2, with reference tx_id_002_nbr_001

· Tx #3, with reference tx_id_003_nbr_001

· Pacs.008 #2  - MsgId = pacs.008_nbr_002, contains following transactions:

· Tx #1, with reference tx_id_001_nbr_002

· Tx #2, with reference tx_id_002_nbr_002

· Tx #3, with reference tx_id_003_nbr_002

· Tx #4, with reference tx_id_004_nbr_002

· Pacs.008 #3  - MsgId = pacs.008_nbr_003, contains following transactions:

· Tx #1, with reference tx_id_001_nbr_003

· Tx #2, with reference tx_id_002_nbr_003

The Status report will contain 3 status of the transactions extracted individually from the 3 pacs.008 message, without reference to the status of the original group:

Pacs.002 will contain following information:

· Original Group Information and Status is PRESENT for a selected number of original messages (those for which a message status is provided):
· OriginalMessageId: pacs.008_nbr_001

· OriginalMessageNameId pacs.008.001.xx (xx = version of the message)

· Rational – all group information is provided in one single place, so that the group information is not repeated in each single Transaction And Status block.

· Transaction Information And Status (3 occurrences)  

· First occurrence

· OriginalGroupInformation (MANDATORY to identify to which original message the Transaction refers to):

· OriginalMessageId: pacs.008_nbr_001

· OriginalMessageNameId pacs.008.001.xx (xx = version of the message)

· Original Instruction Id: Tx #2, with reference tx_id_002_nbr_001

· Second occurrence

· OriginalGroupInformation (MANDATORY):

· OriginalMessageId: pacs.008_nbr_002

· OriginalMessageNameId pacs.008.001.xx 

· Original Instruction Id: Tx #4, with reference tx_id_004_nbr_002

· Third Occurrence

· OriginalGroupInformation (MANDATORY):

· OriginalMessageId: pacs.008_nbr_003

· OriginalMessageNameId pacs.008.001.xx 

· Original Instruction Id: Tx #1, with reference tx_id_001_nbr_003

Implementation Proposal: 

· No changes to the OriginalGroupInformationAndStatus message component, however, the element OriginalGroupInformationAndStatus must be made Optional and Repetitive instead of Mandatory non repetitive.

· Addition of an optional OriginalGroupInformation (as described above) typed by the OriginalGroupInformation3 message component

· Addition of a number of business rules as following:

· Rule1: If OriginalGroupInformationAndStatus is absent, then TransactionInformationAndStatus[*]/OriginalGroupInformation must be present.

· Rule2: If OriginalGroupInformationAndStatus is present and only once, then TransactionInformationAndStatus[*]/OriginalGroupInformation must be absent

· Rule3: If OriginalGroupInformationAndStatus is present and multiple times (Occurrence > 1), then TransactionInformationAndStatus[*]/OriginalGroupInformation must be present.

J. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing
	Timing
	As requested 


K. Final decision of the SEG(s):
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

CR0393: Add InstructionForNextAgent  in UnderlyingCreditTransfer
A. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: 

S.W.I.F.T. SCRL, Avenue Adèle 1, B-1310 La Hulpe, Belgium

A.2 Contact person: 

Isabelle Bouille, e-mail: Isabelle.bouille@swift.com, Tel: +32 2 655 44 20

 A.3 Sponsors: 

The High Value Payments Task Force, sub-group of the Payments Market Practice Group (PMPG)

Contact: Isabelle Bouille, e-mail: Isabelle.bouille@swift.com, Tel: +32 2 655 44 20

B. Related messages:

pacs.009.001.04: FinancialInstitutionCreditTransfer

C. Description of the change request:
Add the component, “InstructionForNextAgent” (optional and repetitive), as it exists today in the pacs.008.001.04 also in the UnderlyingCustomerCreditTransfer block of the pacs.009.001.04. The InstructionForNextAgent component contains two elements: Code (Optional) and InstructionInformation (Optional). Code caters for 2 codes, PHOA (PhoneNextAgent) and TELA (TelecomNextAgent). InstructionInformation can contain up to 140 characters.

D. Purpose of the change:

The High Value Payment Market, including Target 2 and EBA Euro 1, are currently preparing their migration onto ISO 20022, in replacement of FIN, for their High Value transactions. Target 2 and EBA Euro are planning their migration in 2017 but would nevertheless start testing from 2015 onwards.

In order to minimize the impacts on their business during this important migration, and as a temporary solution, it has been unanimously decided to take a true “Like For Like” approach, meaning that the use of ISO 20022 functionalities will be strictly limited to those offered in FIN.   In order to facilitate this exercise, SWIFT has prepared mapping tables, from FIN to XML for the following portfolio of messages:

· MT 900 (Confirmation of Debit) to BankToCustomerDebitCreditNotification_camt.054.001.04

· MT 910 (Confirmation of Credit) to BankToCustomerDebitCreditNotification_camt.054.001.04

· MT 103 (Single Customer Credit Transfer) GEN and STP to FIToFICustomerCreditTransfer_pacs.008.001.04

· MT 202 (General Financial Institution Transfer)  GEN and Cover to FinancialInstitutionCreditTransfer_pacs.009.001.04

· MT 204 (Financial Market Direct Debit Message)  to FinancialInstitutionDirectDebit_pacs.010.001.01

The MT 202 COV is used to order the movement of funds related to an underlying customer credit transfer that was sent using the cover method. It therefore provides details on the individual customer credit transfer (MT 103) that was sent with the cover method.

For the FIN MT 103 to pacs.008.001.04 mapping, it was decided by the HVP PMPG Task Force that the mapping of field 72 (when used with codes /ACC/, /INT/, /REC/ or another bilaterally agreed code) will map fully to InstructionForNextAgent\InstructionInformation.

For the mapping exercise from the FIN MT 202COV to the FinancialInstitutionCreditTransfer, it is preferred to apply the same mapping logic for the Sequence B (underlying customer credit transfer details) field 72, but a gap was discovered in the sense that in the pacs.009.001.04, there is currently no InstructionForNextAgent component under CreditTransferTransactionInformation/UnderlyingCustomerCreditTransfer.  In a Like for Like scenario, it is therefore not possible to map the above mentioned codes available in Field 72 (Sender to Receiver Information) of the underlying transaction, which are meant to provide instructions for the AccountWithInstitution, Intermediary Institution and Receiver or bilaterally agreed information.

Note that the 4th Code (/INS/) which is due to identify the Instructing Institution is to be mapped to CreditTransaferInformation/PreviousInstructingAgent.

It is therefore required to add a new component in the FinancialInstitutionCreditTransfer (pacs.009.001.04), under CreditTransferTransactionInformation/UnderlayingCustomerCreditTransfer. The component should be exactly the same as the one available under CreditTransferTransactionInformation, that is InstructionForNextAgent1.  
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E. Urgency of the request:

Next yearly ISO 20022 maintenance cycle 2014/2015

The High Value Payments community, including Target 2, are currently working on their migration plans, and intend to start their testing in the course of 2015.
F. Business examples:
Narrative – Step 1

Under business example 1 of the FIToFICustomerCreditTransfer, BBBB Bank, New York (BBBBUS33) sent an FIToFICustomerCreditTransfer message to AAAA Bank (AAAAGB2L) using the cover method as BBBB Bank does not have a JPY account relationship with AAAA Bank. BBBB Bank uses CCCC Bank, Tokyo as its correspondent. AAAA Bank uses AAAA Bank, Tokyo (AAAAJPJT) as its JPY correspondent.  Immediately after sending the FIToFICustomerCreditTransfer to AAAA Bank, BBBB Bank sends its correspondent CCCC Bank a FinancialInstitutionCreditTransfer message to cover the customer payment.

Business Description 1

FinancialInstitutionCreditTransfer from BBBB Bank to CCCC Bank:

	Element
	<XMLTag>
	Content

	Group Header
	<GrpHdr>
	

	MessageIdentification
	<MsgId>
	BBBB/120928-FICT/JPY/430

	CreationDateTime
	<CreDtTm>
	2012-09-28T16:00:00

	NumberOfTransactions
	<NbOfTxs>
	1

	SettlementInformation
	<SttlmInf>
	

	SettlementMethod
	<SttlmMtd>
	INDA

	InstructingAgent
	<InstgAgt>
	

	FinancialInstitutionIdentification
	<FinInstnId>
	

	BICFI
	<BICFI>
	BBBBUS33

	InstructedAgent
	<InstdAgt>
	

	FinancialInstitutionIdentification
	<FinInstnId>
	

	BICFI
	<BICFI>
	CCCCJPJT

	CreditTransferTransactionInformation
	<CdtTrfTxInf>
	

	PaymentIdentification
	<PmtId>
	

	InstructionIdentification
	<InstrId>
	BBBB/120928-FICT/JPY/430/1

	EndToEndIdentification
	<EndToEndId>
	ABC/4562/2012-09-08

	Transaction Identification
	<TxId>
	BBBB/120928-CCT/JPY/123/1

	InterbankSettlementAmount
	<IntrBkSttlmAmt>
	JPY 10000000

	InterbankSettlementDate
	<IntrBkSttlmDt>
	2012-09-29

	Debtor
	<Dbtr>
	

	FinancialInstitutionIdentification
	<FinInstId>
	

	BICFI
	<BICFI>
	BBBBUS33

	CreditorAgent
	<CdtrAgt>
	

	FinancialInstitutionIdentification
	<FinInstnId>
	

	BICFI
	<BICFI>
	AAAAJPJT

	Creditor
	<Cdtr>
	

	FinancialInstitutionIdentification
	<FinInstnId>
	

	BICFI
	<BICFI>
	AAAAGB2L

	UnderlyingCustomerCreditTransfer
	<UndrlygCstmrCdtTrf
	

	InitiatingParty
	<InitgPty>
	

	Name
	<Nm>
	ABC Corporation

	PostalAddress
	<PstlAdr>
	

	Streetname
	<StrtNm>
	Times Square

	BuildingNumber
	<BldgNb>
	7

	Postcode
	<PstCd>
	NY 10036

	TownName
	<TwnNm>
	New York

	Country
	<Ctry>
	US

	Debtor
	<Dbtr>
	

	Name
	<Nm>
	ABC Corporation

	PostalAddress
	<PstlAdr>
	

	Streetname
	<StrtNm>
	Times Square

	BuildingNumber
	<BldgNb>
	7

	Postcode
	<PstCd>
	NY 10036

	TownName
	<TwnNm>
	New York

	Country
	<Ctry>
	US

	DebtorAgent
	<DbtrAgt>
	

	FinancialInstitutionIdentification
	<FinInstnId>
	

	BICFI
	<BICFI>
	BBBBUS33

	CreditorAgent
	<CdtrAgt>
	

	FinancialInstitutionIdentification
	<FinInstnId>
	

	BICFI
	<BICFI>
	AAAAGB2L

	Creditor
	<Cdtr>
	

	Name
	<Nm>
	DEF Electronics

	PostalAddress
	<PstlAdr>
	

	Streetname
	<StrtNm>
	Mark Lane

	BuildingNumber
	<BldgNb>
	55

	Postcode
	<PstCd>
	EC3R7NE

	TownName
	<TwnNm>
	London

	Country
	<Ctry>
	GB

	AddressLine
	<AdrLine>
	Corn Exchange 5th Floor

	CreditorAccount
	<CrdtrAcct>
	

	Identification
	<Id>
	

	Other
	<Othr>
	

	Identification
	<Id>
	29683707994815

	InstructionForNextAgent
	InstrForNxtAgt


	

	InstructionInformation
	InstrInf


	/ACC/No return possible – Creditor Account closing today.

	RemittanceInformation
	<RmtInf>
	

	Structured
	<Strd>
	

	ReferredDocumentInformation
	<RfrdDocInf>
	

	Type
	<RfrdDocType>
	

	CodeOrProprietary
	<CdOrPrtry>
	

	Code
	<Cd>
	CINV

	Number
	<RfrdDocNb>
	4562

	RelatedDate
	<RfrdDocRltDt>
	2012-09-08


Message Instance
<FICdtTrf>



<GrpHdr>




<MsgId>BBBB/120928-FICT/JPY/430</MsgId>




<CreDtTm>2012-09-28T16:00:00</CreDtTm>




<NbOfTxs>1</NbOfTxs>




<SttlmInf>





<SttlmMtd>INDA</SttlmMtd>




</SttlmInf>




<InstgAgt>





<FinInstnId>






<BICFI>BBBBUS33</BICFI>





</FinInstnId>




</InstgAgt>




<InstdAgt>





<FinInstnId>






<BICFI>CCCCJPJT</BICFI>





</FinInstnId>




</InstdAgt>



</GrpHdr>



<CdtTrfTxInf>




<PmtId>





<InstrId>BBBB/120928-FICT/JPY/430/1</InstrId>





<EndToEndId>ABC/4562/2012-09-08</EndToEndId>





<TxId>BBBB/120928-CCT/123/1</TxId>




</PmtId>




<IntrBkSttlmAmt Ccy="JPY">10000000</IntrBkSttlmAmt>




<IntrBkSttlmDt>2012-09-29</IntrBkSttlmDt>




<Dbtr>





<FinInstnId>






<BICFI>BBBBUS33</BICFI>





</FinInstnId>




</Dbtr>




<CdtrAgt>





<FinInstnId>






<BICFI>AAAAJPJT</BICFI>





</FinInstnId>




</CdtrAgt>




<Cdtr>





<FinInstnId>






<BICFI>AAAAGB2L</BICFI>





</FinInstnId>




</Cdtr>




<UndrlygCstmrCdtTrf>





<InitgPty>






<Nm>ABC Corporation</Nm>






<PstlAdr>







<StrtNm>Times Square</StrtNm>







<BldgNb>7</BldgNb>







<PstCd>NY 10036</PstCd>







<TwnNm>New York</TwnNm>







<Ctry>US</Ctry>






</PstlAdr>





</InitgPty>





<Dbtr>






<Nm>ABC Corporation</Nm>






<PstlAdr>







<StrtNm>Times Square</StrtNm>







<BldgNb>7</BldgNb>







<PstCd>NY 10036</PstCd>







<TwnNm>New York</TwnNm>







<Ctry>US</Ctry>






</PstlAdr>





</Dbtr>





<DbtrAgt>






<FinInstnId>







<BICFI>BBBBUS33</BICFI>






</FinInstnId>





</DbtrAgt>





<CdtrAgt>






<FinInstnId>







<BICFI>AAAAGB2L</BICFI>






</FinInstnId>





</CdtrAgt>





<Cdtr>






<Nm>DEF Electronics</Nm>






<PstlAdr>







<StrtNm>Mark Lane</StrtNm>







<BldgNb>55</BldgNb>







<PstCd>EC3RZNE</PstCd>







<TwnNm>London</TwnNm>







<Ctry>GB</Ctry>







<AdrLine>Corn Exchange 5th Floor</AdrLine>






</PstlAdr>





</Cdtr>





<CdtrAcct>






<Id>







<Othr>








<Id>29683707994815</Id>







</Othr>






</Id>





</CdtrAcct>





<InstrForNxtAgt>






<InstrInf>No return possible. Creditor Account closing today</InstrInf>





</InstrForNxtAgt>





<RmtInf>






<Strd>







<RfrdDocInf>








<Tp>









<CdOrPrtry>










<Cd>CINV</Cd>









</CdOrPrtry>








</Tp>








<Nb>4562</Nb>








<RltdDt>2012-09-08</RltdDt>







</RfrdDocInf>






</Strd>





</RmtInf>




</UndrlygCstmrCdtTrf>



</CdtTrfTxInf>

</FICdtTrf>
G. SEG recommendation:
	Consider
	X
	Timing

	
	- Next yearly cycle: 2014/2015
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2014 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2015)
	X
	Priority: 

high 

medium 

low

	
	- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages
(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)
	

	
	- Urgent unscheduled
(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)
	
	

	
	- Other timing:
	


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:
H. Impact analysis:
This change request impacts only the message as identified in section B

· pacs.009.001.04: FinancialInstitutionCreditTransferV04
I. Proposed implementation: 
Following change will be implemented, as requested by the CR submitter:
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For consistency reason, we propose to add as well the InstructionForCreditorAgent element in the underlying customer credit transfer

As a result, the UnderlyingCustomerCreditTransfer element will be defined as following (including the Tax component as described in CR0389):
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J. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing.

	Timing
	As requested 


K. Final decision of the SEG(s):
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

CR0396: Update StructuredRemittanceInformation
A. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: 

IFX Forum, Inc. is the submitting organization

A.2 Contact persons: 

Richard Urban, ifxpresident@ifxforum.org, +01 952 270-7773

Deborah Canale, canaledl@wellsfargo.com, +01 602-579-0438
 A.3 Sponsors: None at this time, but IFX Forum expects to act in cooperation with SWIFT and others who have maintenance responsibilities for pain, pacs and camt messages.   

B. Related messages:
This change request is to replace older versions of the Structured Remittance Information component with the new version, StructuredRemittanceInformation10. This will impact all messages that use the Remittance Information component since StructuredRemittanceInformation is a sub-component of RemittanceInformation.  

The following messages were determined to be impacted by the introduction of RemittanceInformation8.  The current version of each message is likely to be updated with the new StructuredRemittanceInformation10 component. 

	Messages using RemittanceInformation7
	Message identifier

	AdditionalPaymentInformationV04 
	camt.028.001.04

	BankToCustomerAccountReportV04
	camt.052.001.04

	BankToCustomerDebitCreditNotificationV04
	camt.054.001.04

	BankToCustomerStatementV04
	camt.053.001.04

	CreditorPaymentActivationRequestV03 *
	pain.013.001.03

	CustomerCreditTransferInitiationV05
	pain.001.001.05

	CustomerDirectDebitInitiationV04
	pain.008.001.04

	CustomerPaymentCancellationRequestV03
	camt.055.001.03

	CustomerPaymentReversalV04
	pain.007.001.04

	CustomerPaymentStatusReportV05
	pain.002.001.05

	FIToFICustomerCreditTransferV04
	pacs.008.001.04

	FIToFICustomerDirectDebitV04
	pacs.003.001.04

	FIToFIPaymentCancellationRequestV03
	camt.056.001.03

	FIToFIPaymentReversalV04
	pacs.007.001.04

	FIToFIPaymentStatusReportV05
	pacs.002.001.05

	FinancialInstitutionCreditTransferV04
	pacs.009.001.04

	NotificationToReceiveCancellationAdviceV03
	camt.058.001.03

	NotificationToReceiveStatusReportV03
	camt.059.001.03

	NotificationToReceiveV03
	camt.057.001.03

	PaymentReturnV04
	pacs.004.001.04

	RequestToModifyPaymentV01
	camt.087.001.01

	ResolutionOfInvestigationV04
	camt.029.001.04


*Note: The last version of CreditorPaymentActivationRequestV03 (pain.014) uses RemittanceInformation7.  However, the related StatusReport message, CreditorPaymentActivationRequestStatusReportV03 (pain.014) uses RemittanceInformation6.   We are assuming that this was an oversight and that pain.014 should also move to a version that uses the updated StructuredRemittanceInformation10.
	Messages using RemittanceInformation6
	Message identifier

	CreditorPaymentActivationRequestStatusReportV03
	pain.014.001.03


C. Description of the change request:
Incorporate a new version of the StructuredRemittanceInformation message component in payment messages for year 2015.  The new version, StructuredRemittanceInformation10, is a subcomponent of RemittanceInformation8 which was developed for the Payments Remittance Advice (remt) messages.  It should be substituted for previous versions of the messages shown in Section B.
D. Purpose of the change:

A new ISO 20022 Stand-alone Remittance Advice message (RemittanceAdviceV01, remt.001.001.01) was developed that includes an enhanced version of the StructuredRemittanceInformation message component, a sub-component of RemittanceInformation8.  This change request is to replace older versions of the StructuredRemittanceInformation message component with the new version.

E. Urgency of the request:

This change should be introduced as part of the default maintenance schedule.

F. Business examples:
Examples illustrating the change request.  

Messages that use StructuredRemittanceInformation9 will be changed to use the enhanced version StructuredRemittanceInformation10.
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G. SEG recommendation:
	Consider
	X
	Timing

	
	- Next yearly cycle: 2014/2015
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2014 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2015)
	X

	
	- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages
(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)
	

	
	- Urgent unscheduled
(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)
	
	

	
	- Other timing:
	


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:
H. Impact analysis:
We confirm that this change request impacts the aforementioned messages, as identified in section B. No other messages have been identified.
I. Proposed implementation: 
We support the proposed implementation, including the updates required for CR0358: Purchase Identification when approved by the SEG, which has been full detailed in the scope of the ISO 20022 Payments Mandates urgent maintenance (see related MCR), resulting in the addition of the purchase order code, in the referred document type code list.

This will result in the creation of a new message component, defined as following:
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In which the ReferredDocumentInformation element is updated as a result of the Payments Mandate messages update, as follows:
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J. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing.

	Timing
	As requested 


K. Final decision of the SEG(s):
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

CR0397: Update RemittanceLocation
A. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: 

IFX Forum, Inc. is the submitting organization

A.2 Contact persons: 

Richard Urban, ifxpresident@ifxforum.org, +01 952-270-7773

Deborah Canale, canaledl@wellsfargo.com, +01 602-579-0438
 A.3 Sponsors: None at this time, but IFX Forum expects to act in cooperation with SWIFT and others who have maintenance responsibilities for pain, pacs and camt messages.

B. Related messages:
The object(s) of the maintenance are those messages which include RemittanceLocation message components.  A new ISO 20022 Stand-alone Remittance Location Advice message (RemittanceLocationAdviceV01, remt.002.001.01) was developed that includes an enhanced version of the RemittanceLocation message component.  This change request is to replace older versions of the message component with the new version.

The following messages were determined to be impacted by the introduction of RemittanceLocation3.  The current version of each message is likely to be updated with the new message component.
	Messages using RemittanceLocation2
	Message identifier

	BankToCustomerAccountReportV04
	camt.052.001.04

	BankToCustomerDebitCreditNotificationV04
	camt.054.001.04

	BankToCustomerStatementV04
	camt.053.001.04

	CreditorPaymentActivationRequestV03
	pain.013.001.03

	CustomerCreditTransferInitiationV05
	pain.001.001.05

	CustomerDirectDebitInitiationV04
	pain.008.001.04

	CustomerPaymentCancellationRequestV03
	camt.055.001.03

	CustomerPaymentReversalV04
	pain.007.001.04

	CustomerPaymentStatusReportV05
	pain.002.001.05

	FIToFICustomerCreditTransferV04
	pacs.008.001.04

	FIToFICustomerDirectDebitV04
	pacs.003.001.04

	NotificationToReceiveCancellationAdviceV03
	camt.058.001.03

	NotificationToReceiveStatusReportV03
	camt.059.001.03

	NotificationToReceiveV03
	camt.057.001.03


C. Description of the change request:
Incorporate a new version of the RemittanceLocation message component in payment messages for year 2015.  The new version is RemittanceLocation3.  It may be substituted for previous versions of the component as shown in Section B.
There is a difference in cardinality ([0..1] vs [1..*]) in the RemittanceLocationMethod of the new component RemittanceLocation3.  Further analysis of the impact on messages that use RemittanceLocation2 may result in the need for a component that mirrors RemittanceLocation3 with an optional RemittanceLocationMethod.  (See example)

D. Purpose of the change:

A new ISO 20022 Stand-alone Remittance Location Advice message (RemittanceLocationAdviceV01, remt.002.001.01) was developed that includes an enhanced version of the RemittanceLocation message component.  This change request is to replace older versions of the message component with the new version.
E. Urgency of the request:

This change should be introduced as part of the default maintenance schedule.

F. Business examples:
RemittanceLocation3 is a new version of RemittanceLocation.  

The example shows that the cardinality of RemittanceLocationMethod has changed but that the supported Codes remain the same.
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G. SEG recommendation:
	Consider
	X
	Timing

	
	- Next yearly cycle: 2014/2015
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2014 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2015)
	X

	
	- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages
(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)
	

	
	- Urgent unscheduled
(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)
	
	

	
	- Other timing:
	


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:
H. Impact analysis:
We confirm that this change request impacts the aforementioned messages, as identified in section B, except for the below messages which do not contain the RemittanceLocation element. 
	Messages not using RemittanceLocation2
	Message identifier

	CustomerPaymentCancellationRequestV03
	camt.055.001.03

	CustomerPaymentReversalV04
	pain.007.001.04

	CustomerPaymentStatusReportV05
	pain.002.001.05


No other messages have been identified. 
I. Proposed implementation: 
Based on section C – description of the requested change, the new RemittanceLocation3 mandates the RemittanceLocationDetails, and therefore the Method is mandatory in all cases, which was not the case in the current RemittanceLocation2 design.

Therefore, we propose to change the cardinality of the RemittanceLocationDetails, as optional repetitive (see proposal below RemittanceLocation4), to allow for backward compatibility. 

Additionally we propose not to include the mandatory References element (see section C – description of the requested change in RemittanceLocation3 as used in the Stand-Alone Remittance messages), which contains following elements: 
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Rational: In a stand-alone remittance message, these references must be provided to be able to link back to the referenced payment. If the remittance information is located inside the payment, these references are already present in the PaymentIdentification, PaymentInformationIdentification or MandateRelatedInformation elements inside the transaction related parts of the message, so adding those elements in the remittance block would duplicate them. And possibly lead to conflicts / errors. Therefore, our proposal not to include the References element in the updated RemittanceLocation4 component, as illustrated below:
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J. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing.
	Timing
	As requested 


K. Final decision of the SEG(s):
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

CR0443: Add SettlementPriority
A. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: 

SWIFT SCRL, Avenue Adèle 1, B-1310 La Hulpe, Belgium

A.2 Contact person: 

Isabelle Bouille, e-mail: Isabelle.bouille@swift.com, Tel: +32 2 655 44 20

 A.3 Sponsors: 

B. Related messages:
· pacs.003.001.04: FIToFICustomerDirectDebitV04
· pacs.004.001.04: PaymentReturnV04
· pacs.007.001.04: FIToFIPaymentReversalV04
C. Description of the change request:
Proposed changes to the pacs.003, pacs.004 and pacs.007 messages:

Add a “SettlementPriority” block (0..1) in:

· The TransactionInformation block of pacs.003.001.04 (FIToFICustomerDirectDebitV04)

· The TransactionInformation block of pacs.004.001.04 (PaymentReturnV04), with a Usage Rule: SettlementPriority applies to the PaymentReturn message

· The TransactionInformation block of pacs.007.001.04 (FIToFIPaymentReversal), with a Usage Rule: SettlementPriority applies to the FIToFIPaymentReversal.

Following codes should be included in the SettlementPriority code set, as defined in the pacs.008.001.04 today, using the Priority3Code code set: 

· Urgent: URGT

· High: HIGH

· Normal: NORM

Specification of the SettlementPriority element in the pacs.008.001.04 message:
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D. Purpose of the change:

During implementation work conducted by Payments Market Infrastructures, it was noted that whilst pacs.008.001.04 (FIToFICustomerCreditTransferV04) and pacs.009.001.04 (FinancialInstitutionCreditTransferV04) include a SettlementPriority component (catering for 3 codes: URGT, HIGH and NORM), this is not the case for:

· pacs.004.001.04: PaymentReturnV04

· pacs.003.001.04: FIToFICustomerDirectDebitV04
· pacs.007.001.04: FIToFIPaymentReversalV04
Considering that within a Clearing and Settlement System, Returns and Reversals are not necessarily settled the same way as the original instructions, it is required to add a SettlementPriority component in those messages, thus indicating the priority to be applied to their settlement. By adding this component, banks will decide to follow the same settlement priority as the original instruction, or choose a different one.

In the case of the FIToFICustomerDirectDebit (pacs.003.001.04), the inclusion of the SettlementPriority component will guarantee a harmonisation with the candidate  FIToFIDirectDebitV01 recently submitted by SWIFT in a new business justification and with the whole Payments Clearing and Settlement portfolio.

E. Urgency of the request:

Next yearly ISO 20022 maintenance cycle 2014/2015

Several Payments Market Infrastructures, including T2, are currently working on their migration plans from proprietary/FIN formats to ISO 20022, and intend to start their testing in the course of 2015.

F. Business examples:
On  6 May 2014, company VIAY instructs its Bank ABN Amro in France, to pay EURO 154,500  to UBS Zürich, for the IBAN account of company ULYLAN. VIAY has requested ABN Amro to process this payment as urgent, with same value day.

On 7 May 2014, UBS Zürich sends a PaymentReturn message (pacs.004.001.05) to ABN Amro, for the IBAN account of company VIAY, with Return Reason Code BE06, Unknown End Customer. UBS Zürich wants to use a different Settlement Priority and instructs the Payment as a normal payment.

G. SEG recommendation:
	Consider
	X
	Timing

	
	- Next yearly cycle: 2014/2015
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2014 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2015)
	X

	
	- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages
(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)
	

	
	- Urgent unscheduled
(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)
	
	

	
	- Other timing:
	


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

H. Impact analysis:
We confirm that this change request impacts the aforementioned messages, as identified in section B: 
· pacs.004.001.04: PaymentReturnV04

· pacs.003.001.04: FIToFICustomerDirectDebitV04
· pacs.007.001.04: FIToFIPaymentReversalV04
No other messages have been identified.
I. Proposed implementation: 
We confirm the addition of an optional “SettlementPriority” element, typed with the existing PriorityType3Code, just below the InterbankSettlementDate (aligned with the already present element in the FIToFICustomerCreditTransfer message):
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Current implementation in the FIToFICustomerCreditTransfer

· The TransactionInformation block of pacs.003.001.04 (FIToFICustomerDirectDebitV04)
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Proposed implementation in the FIToFICustomerDirectDebit

· The TransactionInformation block of pacs.004.001.04 (PaymentReturnV04), with following usage rule: “Usage: the SettlementPriority is the settlement priority of the return message, and not of the original instruction.”
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Proposed implementation in the PaymentReturn

· The TransactionInformation block of pacs.007.001.04 (FIToFIPaymentReversal), with following usage rule: “Usage: the SettlementPriority is the settlement priority of the reversal message, and not of the original instruction.
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Proposed implementation in the FIToFIPaymentReversal

J. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing.
	Timing
	As requested 


K. Final decision of the SEG(s):
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

CR0444: Update GroupReversal related rule
A. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: Bit Ahead Software Solutions.

A.2 Contact person: Gina Angueyra. gina@bitahead.com, gina.angueyra@ba-bpt.com. (+593) 999284336

A.3 Sponsors: 

B. Related messages:

pain.007.001.04 - CustomerPaymentReversalV04

There is no other PACS or PAIN messages impacted by this change.

C. Description of the change request: 

To modify C10 constraint of PAIN 007 message due to inconsistency with C18 constraint.

D. Purpose of the change:

To correct one constraint in the documentation and makes it consistent with the implementation of our ISO 20022 based Payment System at Ecuadorian Central Bank and to implement correctly the reversal PAIN message.

The reason for this request is that in PAIN 007 description (ISO20022_PaymentsInitiation_MDR2.pdf) there are two constraints which contradict each other:

C10 constraint is as follows: "If GroupHeader/GroupReversal is false, then NumberOfTransactions must equal the number of occurrences of TransactionInformation".

C18 constraint is as follows: "If PaymentInformationReversal is true, then TransactionInformation is not allowed".

There is a case when the message is a reverse at payment level (not the whole message and not some transactions alone), then these two constraints are contradictories because in GroupHeader/GroupReversal we set false, but in PaymentInformationReversal we set true, and because of C10 constraint we should include as many TransactionInformation tags as NumberOfTransactions says, but because of C18 constraint we are not allowed to include TransactionInformation tags at all.

I propose that C10 constraint says as follow: “If GroupHeader/GroupReversal is false and PaymentInformationReversal is false, then NumberOfTransactions must equal the number of occurrences of TransactionInformation”

E. Urgency of the request:

Production release of Ecuadorian Central Bank Payment System is planned for Q3 2014 and we are finishing both, implementation and documentation of the project, and the impact of this constraint is really high because it can change the definition of the product.

F. Business example:
The Institution AAAAECE1 sends a direct debit message (PAIN 008) to its Bank on May 15. The message contains 3 payment groups that need to be settled group by group and all three have different debtor (not individual transactions allowed).

On May 20, the Institution AAA realizes that second group had a wrong total amount and then it sends a PAIN 007 CustomerPaymentReversal to its Bank in order to reverse the wrong payment group. As the direct debit was made for the whole group, then the reversal must be settled in the same way, thus GroupHeader/GroupReversal must be false and PaymentInformationReversal must be true.

Message Instance

<CstmrPmtRvsl>


<GrpHdr>



<MsgId>CTL201405201422351251234</MsgId>



<CreDtTm>2014-05-20T14:22:35</CreDtTm>



<Authstn>




<Cd>AUTH</Cd>



</Authstn>



<NbOfTxs>10</NbOfTxs>



<CtrlSum>2000.00</CtrlSum>



<GrpRvsl>false</GrpRvsl>



<InitgPty>




<Id>





<OrgId>






<AnyBIC>AAAAECE1</AnyBIC>





</OrgId>




</Id>



</InitgPty>


</GrpHdr>


<OrgnlGrpInf>



<OrgnlMsgId>SCL201405150935486842589</OrgnlMsgId>



<OrgnlMsgNmId>pain.008.001.04</OrgnlMsgNmId>


</OrgnlGrpInf>


<OrgnlPmtInfAndRvsl>



<OrgnlPmtInfId>DD123</OrgnlPmtInfId>



<OrgnlNbOfTxs>10</OrgnlNbOfTxs>



<OrgnlCtrlSum>2000.00</OrgnlCtrlSum>



<PmtInfRvsl>true</PmtInfRvsl>



<RvslRsnInf>




<Orgtr>





<Id>






<OrgId>







<AnyBIC>BCENECEQ</AnyBIC>






</OrgId>





</Id>




</Orgtr>




<Rsn>





<Cd>AM09</Cd>




</Rsn>




<AddtlInf>Wrong Total Amount</AddtlInf>



</RvslRsnInf>


</OrgnlPmtInfAndRvsl>

</CstmrPmtRvsl>

G. SEG recommendation:
	Consider
	x
	Timing

	
	- Next yearly cycle: 2014/2015
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2014 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2015)
	x

	
	- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages
(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)
	

	
	- Urgent unscheduled
(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)
	
	

	
	- Other timing:
	


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

H. Impact analysis:
This change request impacts the CustomerPaymentReversalV04 message, as indicated in section B. 

· 
· 
I. Proposed implementation: 
As proposed by the submitter of the Change Request, we agree with the proposed update of the rule as follows:

C10 constraint will be updated with the following formal definition: 
“If GroupHeader/GroupReversal is false and OriginalPaymentInformationAndReversal/PaymentInformationReversal[*] is false, then GroupHeader/NumberOfTransactions must equal the number of occurrences of OriginalPaymentInformationAndReversal[*]/TransactionInformation”

Please note that this rule may only be validated if all occurrences of the OriginalPaymentInformationAndReversal/PaymentInformationReversal are equal to false.

Additionally, based on the above assumption, we propose to convert this rule into a Guideline only.
J. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing

	Timing
	As requested 


K. Final decision of the SEG(s):
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

CR0453: Update of InstructionForCreditorAgentRule
A. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: 

SWIFT SCRL, Avenue Adèle 1, B-1310 La Hulpe, Belgium

A.2 Contact person: 

Vincent Kuntz, e-mail: vincent.kuntz@swift.com , Tel: +32 2 655 3353

 A.3 Sponsors: 

None

B. Related messages:
· pain.001.001.05
CustomerCreditTransferInitiationV05 

C. Description of the change request:
An error in the formal description of the rule InstructionForCreditorAgentRule has been identified for the CustomerCreditTransferInitiation message.

Constraints

InstructionForCreditorAgentRule: If InstructionForCreditorAgent/Code contains CHQB, then CreditorAccount is not allowed.

The incorrect formal description of this rule defines as follows:
On Condition

/CreditorAccount is present

And /InstructionForCreditorAgent[1] is present

Following Must be True
/InstructionForCreditorAgent[*]/Code Must be within DataType <<Code>> PartialInstruction3Code

The formal description should be updated and aligned with the textual description of the rule as follows:
On Condition

/InstructionForCreditorAgent[*]/Code is equal to “PayCreditorByCheque”

Following Must be True
/CreditorAccount must be absent

D. Purpose of the change:

This is a correction of an error in the formal definition of the rule.

E. Urgency of the request:

At the occasion of the 2014/2015 maintenance.

F. Business examples:
Following example (extract), although valid is currently rejected by the formal implementation: 


<CdtTrfTxInf>



……..



<CdtrAcct>




<Id>





<Othr>






<Id>23683707994125</Id>





</Othr>




</Id>



</CdtrAcct>



<InstrForCdtrAgt>




<InstrInf>Call Customer</InstrInf>



</InstrForCdtrAgt>



……..


</CdtTrfTxInf>

G. SEG recommendation:
	Consider
	X
	Timing

	
	- Next yearly cycle: 2014/2015
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2014 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2015)
	X

	
	- At the occasion of the next maintenance of the messages
(the change will be considered for implementation, but does not justify maintenance of the messages in its own right – will be pending until more critical change requests are received for the messages)
	

	
	- Urgent unscheduled
(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)
	
	

	
	- Other timing:
	


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:
H. Impact analysis:
This change request impacts the CustomerCreditTransferInitiationV05 (pain.001.001.05) message, as indicated in section B. 
Through our analysis, we identified that the following messages contain the same rule and are therefore also impacted:

· pain.013.001.03: CreditorPaymentActivationRequestV03

· pacs.008.001.04: FIToFICustomerCreditTransferV04

 We propose that the correction is applied to those messages as well.
I. Proposed implementation: 
Implementation will be performed as described in section C – Description of the change request, as follows:

Constraints

InstructionForCreditorAgentRule: If InstructionForCreditorAgent/Code contains CHQB, then CreditorAccount is not allowed.

The formal description will be updated and aligned with the textual description of the rule as follows:
On Condition

/InstructionForCreditorAgent[*]/Code is equal to “PayCreditorByCheque”

Following Must be True

/CreditorAccount must be absent

J. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing.

	Timing
	As requested 


K. Final decision of the SEG(s):
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

� CR impacting this message set was considered initially but postponed to next maintenance: no changes have been implemented in camt.086.001.01 as part of this maintenance.
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