RA ID : CR0620

Change Request
for the update of ISO 20022 financial repository items
A. Origin of the request:
A.1 Submitter: nexo A.I.S.B.L. 
A.2 Contact person: Philippe CECE (philippe.cece@ingenico.com ) / Pierre MOURA(pierre-moura@cartes-bancaires.com)

B. Related messages:
MaintenanceDelegationRequestV02 (catm.005.001.02)

C. Description of the change request:
Change the multiplicity of the following elements:

· MaintenanceDelegationRequest.RequestedDelegation.ParamDataSet.Content.MerchantParameters.Version from [1..1] to [0..1]
· MaintenanceDelegationRequest.RequestedDelegation.ParamDataSet.Content.TerminalParameters.Version from [1..1] to [0..1]
· MaintenanceDelegationRequest.RequestedDelegation.ParamDataSet.Content.ApplicationParameters.Version from [1..1] to [0..1]

D. Purpose of the change:
Business justification:

· In some cases, the operator of the delegated TM is not accountable for these parameters. So he might not be able to provide any version information. 
On the other hand, this modification is not done on the following elements, since the delegated TM is directly involved in the management of these pieces of information:

· MaintenanceDelegationRequest.RequestedDelegation.ParamDataSet.Content.TMSProtocolParameters.Version
· MaintenanceDelegationRequest.RequestedDelegation.ParamDataSet.Content.AcquirerProtocolParameters.Version
· MaintenanceDelegationRequest.RequestedDelegation.ParamDataSet.Content.SecurityParameters.Version
Finally, the HostCommunicationParameters is not changed since there is no version currently
· MaintenanceDelegationRequest.RequestedDelegation.ParamDataSet.Content.HostCommunicationParameters
E. Urgency of the request:

Next yearly cycle.  
F. Business examples:
· For instance, a TM in charge of sending OSCAR’s parameters for different acquirers. As time goes by, the versions will probably evolve, so it’s difficult to identify one version.
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: 2016/2017
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2016 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2017)
	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:

Card SEG Conference Call on the 16th of June 2016:

Participants:

· DuVall Richard A.

· Herwig, Reinhard

· Powell, Glenn

· Sasor, Tomasz 

· Vanobberghen, William

The participants agree with the concept of the message.
	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:
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