RA ID : CR0444

Change Request

for the update of ISO 20022 financial repository items

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:
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