RA ID : CR0810

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: person(s) Philippe CECE (Philippe.cece@ingenico.com) / Pierre PETITCUENOT (pierre.petitcuenot@e-i.com) 
 A.3 Sponsors: nexo A.I.S.B.L.
B. Related messages:
· StatusReportV08 (catm.001.001.08)

· AcceptorConfigurationUpdateV08 (catm.003.001.08)

· MaintenanceDelegationRequestV05 (catm.005.001.05)

C. Description of the change request:
Firstly we want to add a new codeset for CancellationProcess1Code with the following value:
· APPL : Defined at the Application Level.
Secondly we want to add a new codeset for ExchangePolicy1Code with the following value:

· BLCK : Blocking : No further processing will be done until the completion of this one.
Thirdly we want to update the definition of the AddressValue of the NetworkParameters4 to include the support of URI as part of the URL or IP address and move to a Max500Text type.
D. Purpose of the change:

This change request aims to group 3 simple modifications on TMS protocol.

Firstly, the current specification of the TMS protocols allows the configuration of the cancellation according 3 different values: Advice, Not Allowed or Request. But this choice could be managed at the application level according to processing of the transaction. Then we suggest adding a new codeset in order to specify that this choice will be defined at the application level.

Secondly, the current specification of the TMS protocol defines how the completion must be done. Amongst the possible values, IMMEDIATE and AS SOON AS POSSIBLE are defined. According to the previous MUGs provided by nexo-standards for previous release of the protocols, AS SOON AS POSSIBLE is not a valid choice for online transactions. But some standalone providers want to be able to differentiate a completion to be done in the background from non-preemptive completion.
Finally, some implementers request to clearly identify the protocol used to communicate with a server.
E. Urgency of the request:

Necessary.
F. Business examples:
Examples illustrating the change request.
G. SEG/TSG 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 or the TSG for changes related to the BAH. 

	Consider
	X
	Timing

	
	- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2019 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2020)
	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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