RA ID: CR0801

Change Request
for the update of ISO 20022 financial repository items
A. Origin of the request:
A.1 Submitter: 
SIX Interbank Clearing Ltd, Zurich (Switzerland)
A.2 Contact person: 

SIX Interbank Clearing, Ltd Hardturmstrasse 201, 8021 Zurich
	Albert Apolloner
	albert.apolloner@six-group.com
	+41 58 399 8231


 A.3 Sponsors: 
UBS AG, CH-8098 Zurich
Credit Suisse, CH-8070 Zurich
Postfinance, CH-3000 Bern

Zürcher Kantonalbank, CH-8001 Zurich
Raiffeisen Schweiz, CH-9001 St.Gallen
SIX Interbank Clearing Ltd, CH-8021 Zurich
B. Related messages:
· pain.001.001.09
C. Description of the change request:
Add a new optional element "Specification" in Group Header
The new element “Specification” should be added to “Group Header”  (Path: Document/CstmrCdtTrfInitn/GrpHdr/Spcfctn)

The element "Specification” should use the existing component ImplementationSpecification1 which has already been created for the BusinessApplicationHeaderV02. It contains the following two optional elements:
[image: image1.emf]
· Registry
· Identification
The elements "Registry" has  350 alphanumeric characters, the element "Identification" has 2048  characters  Both elements must be present if the parent element "Specification" is present. 
D. Purpose of the change:

In the current pain messages there is no element to indicate which specific market practice or implementation guideline has been used to create the message.

Market practices and specific implementation guides prescribe the use of the various elements and components of a message. They define business rules that have to be followed often resulting in element dependencies and conditional usage of elements.
For the receiver of a message it is then crucial to know which rules the sender applied when creating the message to enable him to correctly validate the received message. 

Currently there is no defined way to unambiguously distinguish the market practice or implementation guideline a received message instance is based on.
Neither the message name nor the namespace nor the name of the top level element below <Document> can be used for that purpose. 

Applying the correct validation rules to the message might have critical business and legal consequences. Therefor having a dedicated element like „Specification“ is of critical importance and will allow the receiver of a message instance to apply the appropriate rules of the market practice for the validation.
E. Urgency of the request:

By default, publication April/May 2020
F. Business examples:
· A pain.001 SEPA Credit Transfer and a pain.001 CGI message have the same name, top-level element name and namespace but follow completely different rules for the used data elements and supported code values. While CGI is based on the concept of data overpopulation SEPA follows a much stricter philosophy and will cause exemptions for non-supported elements.
· Even between very similar schemes like SEPA Credit Transfer and SEPA Instant Credit Transfer there are differences that need to be taken care of when validating a message instance.
. 
G. SEG recommendation:
	Consider
	
	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)
	

	
	- 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:

Decided during Payments SEG on 1 July 2019

	Reject
	X


Reason for rejection: Information should be put in the Business Application Header
CR0801_SIX_Specification_pain_v1
Produced by SIX May 2019 
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