RA ID : CR0390

Change Request
for the update of ISO 20022 financial repository items
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:
NA
G. SEG recommendation:
This section is not to be taken care of by the submitter of the change request. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages. 

	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:
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