
Maintenance Change Request
for the update of ISO 20022 financial repository items
A. Name of the request:
Business Application Header (BAH) change requests.
B. Submitting organization(s):

The ISO 20022 TSG (Technical Support Group) maintains the BAH (Business Application Header).
C. Related messages:

Under this project, the below ISO 20022 BAH will be maintained:

head.001.001.01
BusinessApplicationHeaderV01

D. Commitments of the submitting organization:
The submitting organization (ISO 20022 TSG) confirms that it can and will:

· undertake the development of the new version of the candidate ISO 20022 message models that it will submit to the RA for compliance review and evaluation. For the ISO 20022 yearly maintenance cycle, new valid Message Definition models must be available to the RA by December 1.   

· provide a new version of part 1 of the Message Definition Report (MDR)  by December 1, and, optionally, new examples of valid and invalid message instances of each candidate message by May 1 at the latest.
· address any queries related to the description of the new models and messages as published by the RA on the ISO 20022 website.

The submitting organizations confirm their knowledge and acceptance of the ISO 20022 Intellectual Property Rights policy for contributing organizations, as follows.

“Organizations that contribute information to be incorporated into the ISO 20022 Repository shall keep any Intellectual Property Rights (IPR) they have on this information. A contributing organization warrants that it has sufficient rights on the contributed information to have it published in the ISO 20022 Repository through the ISO 20022 Registration Authority in accordance with the rules set in ISO 20022. To ascertain a widespread, public and uniform use of the ISO 20022 Repository information, the contributing organization grants third parties a non-exclusive, royalty-free license to use the published information”. 

E. Contact persons:

Martin Walder – TSG convenor, martin.walder@credit-suisse.com
Anthony Coates – TSG vice convenor, anthony.coates@db.com
Kris Ketels – TSG secretary, kris.ketels@swift.com
Change request CR00721: Add further identifiers

This chapter must be completed for every change request that the submitting organisation has been requested to implement.

F. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: Swiss Commission for Financial Standardisation (SCFS)

A.2 Contact person: Rainer Vogelgesang, rainer.vogelgesang@six-group.com, +41 58 399 3808

 A.3 Sponsors: This CR is sponsored by the technical commission for standards technology and methodology (TK STM) of the Swiss Commission of Financial Standardisation (SCFS).

G. Related messages:

•
BusinessApplicationHeaderV01 (head.001.001.01)   
H. Description of the change request:

This change request (CR) proposes to extend the Business Application Header (BAH) by an optional element (block) through which further identifiers, in addition to the existing Business Message Identifier and the Message Definition Identifier, can be specified. 
I. Purpose of the change:

The BAH in its current form provides for only two identifiers related to the business message. 

· The BusinessMessageIdentifier is used in order unambiguously to identify the Business Message to the MessagingEndpoint that has created the Business Message.

· The MessageDefinitionIdentifier contains the MessageIdentifier that defines the BusinessMessage as published on the ISO 20022 website.

This CR provides a facility through which further identifiers for the business message can be specified.

Such cases arise when business applications outside of the flow between the two MessagingEndpoints which exchange the business message employ their own identifiers for the business transaction related to the message. Such business applications can be upstream and/or downstream of the two MessagingEndpoints that exchange the business message.

Similarly, in a number of business domains it is increasingly common practice to track all message flows related to a business transaction on an end-to-end basis through the use of dedicated identifiers.

This CR aims to introduce a facility that can be used, amongst others, in the aforementioned use cases to accommodate further identifiers for the business message in the BAH.

J. Urgency of the request:

It is proposed to include this CR in the next regular maintenance cycle following the date of submission of this CR to the ISO 20022 RA.

K. Business examples:

The sample schema diagram below exemplifies the extension of the BAH:
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Note:
For all newly proposed elements, types and the like, this CR states long names throughout in order to ease readability. The equivalent short names are still to be determined in accordance with the applicable abbreviation convention. 

Right after the two existing identifiers in the BAH, a new element ‘AdditionalIdentifiers’ is introduced in the BAH. The new element is optional and repeatable. For sake of completeness, the BAH element ‘Related’ of type ‘BusinessApplicationHeader1’ needs to be extended in the same manner.

‘AdditionalIdentifiers’ is of type ‘IdentifierType’ which contains three sub-elements as follows:

· The sub-element ‘Name’ specifies the name of the identifier. This sub-element is of type ‘ExternalIdentifierName1Code’.  This new external code list is to contain all current and future identifiers.

· The sub-element ‘Type’ specifies the type of the identifier.  This sub-element is of type ‘ExternalIdentifierType1Code’. This new external code list is to contain all current and future types for the identifiers specified by the previous sub-element ‘Name’.

· The sub-element ‘Value’ specifies the identifier value. This sub-element is of type ‘Max70text’.

It is expected that the identifier schemes that may come into use are subject to relatively frequent change. In order not to cause a BAH maintenance for every occasion when an new identifier comes into use, it is proposed to use the ISO 20022 external code list mechanism.

As an example of an application of the new additional identifiers element, the following scenario of the global payments innovation (gpi) initiative be considered. 

gpi foresees that each business message instance be identified through an end-to-end identifier. In this use case, the element additional identifiers could be used as follows:

· Name: UETR
UETR specifies the Unique End-to-end Transaction Reference that is employed by gpi. ‘UETR’ needs to be listed in the external code list ‘ExternalIdentifierName1Code’.

· Type: UUID version 4
The unique end-to-end transaction reference specified in the element ‘value’ must be of type UUID version 4. UUID is the universally unique identifier standard. ‘UUID version 4’ needs to be listed in the external code list ‘ExternalIdentifierType1Code’.

· Value: 550e8400-e29b-11d4-a716-446655440000
This is the identifier value which identifies this business message instance according to the UETR identifier.
L. 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 2018 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the winter of 2019)
	

	
	- 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)
	X

	
	- Urgent unscheduled
(the change justifies an urgent implementation outside of the normal yearly cycle)
	
	

	
	- Other timing:
	


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

M. Impact analysis and type of impact:

This CR does not impact other messages, as only optional elements are added to the BAH. Only implementers of other messages that intend to use the newly added optional elements of the new version of the BAH are impacted.
The severity of the impact of the proposed change for the message users should be indicated in the table below (either “no impact”, “conditional’ or “mandatory”). 

	Type of impact

	
	No impact
	The change(s) will not impact the schema (the version number will not change) and  will not impact the business applications of any users, e.g. the clarification of a definition 

	X
	Conditional
	The change(s) will impact the schema (at least the version number) and the business applications of certain users but not all, e.g. the addition of an optional component

	
	Mandatory
	The change(s) will impact the schema and the business applications of all users, e.g. addition of a mandatory component.


N. Proposed implementation: 

We support the proposed implementation, resulting in the following structure:
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Right after the two existing identifiers in the BAH, a new element ‘AdditionalIdentifiers’ is introduced in the BAH. The new element is optional and repeatable. 

For sake of completeness, the BAH element ‘Related’ of type ‘BusinessApplicationHeader1’ needs to be extended in the same manner and is now typed by ‘BusinessApplicationHeader4’:
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‘AdditionalIdentifiers’ is of type ‘Identification26’ which contains two sub-elements type and value.
Definitions:

· AdditionalIdentifiers: Identifiers used to identify a transaction outside of the flow between the two MessagingEndpoints which exchange the business message. 
They can also be used to track all message flows related to a business transaction on an end-to-end basis.
· Identification26: Unique identifier of a document, message or transaction.

· Type: Specifies the type of the identifier through a URN.

· Value: Specifies the actual value of the identifier.
Example:
· Type: urn:uuid:version4:UETR

· Value: 550e8400-e29b-11d4-a716-446655440000
The TSG is planning to add a usage example to the BAH MUG following the approval of this MCR.
O. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing, or, if not, proposes another timing.

	Timing
	· As requested 


P. Final decision of the TSG/CSH:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitting organization. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages.
	Approve
	


Comments:

	Reject
	X


Reason for rejection:

This CR needs further discussion in SIX and the output of SC9/SG1. It will be considered in a coming maintenance cycle.
Change request CR00722: Add content indicator
Q. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: Swiss Commission for Financial Standardisation (SCFS)

A.2 Contact person: Rainer Vogelgesang, rainer.vogelgesang@six-group.com, +41 58 399 3808

 A.3 Sponsors: 

The ISO 20022 Technical Support Group (TSG) supports the approach to request amendments of the BAH through the CR mechanism. As per the meeting minutes of 04 March 2015, it was recorded that the TSG concluded that the BAH would be the most convenient solution to implement the requirements of this CR. The TSG encouraged the TSG member Rainer Vogelgesang to send a CR related to the BAH to the ISO 20022 Registration Authority.

R. Related messages:

· BusinessApplicationHeaderV01 (head.001.001.01)

S. Description of the change request:

This CR proposes to add a content indicator (block) to the BAH. The content indicator is to provide information about the content of the document part of the message to which the BAH is linked. This information could be used for various purposes.

In particular, this content indicator is to provide a facility through which the implementation specification, to the which the document part of the message is compliant, can be specified. 

The implementation specification could refer to a global or local market practice or to a service specification of a service provider.

Examples: 

· Global market practices:

· SMPG IF (Securities Market Practice Group - Investment Funds)

· EPC SEPA (European Payments Council – SEPA)

· Local market practices:

· ALMUS IF (Luxembourg local Market Practice Group - Investment Funds)

· SCFS IF (Swiss Commission for Financial Standards – Investment Funds)

· Service specifications:

· SWIFTNet Funds (SWIFTNet Funds Solution)

· T2S (Target2-Securities settlement messages)

In order unambiguously to identify a particular implementation specification, two approaches are envisaged, first, identifying an implementation specification by details and, second, identifying an implementation specification by reference.

In the first case of identifying an implementation specification by details, the following items of further detail are envisaged:

· Issuer
This is the name of the organisation which issued the implementation specification.
Example: SMPG 

· Name
This is the name by which a particular implementation specification is referred to by its issuer.
Example: 01_SubscriptionOrderV03_setr.010.001.03 

· Version
This is the version of a particular implementation specification.
Example: ver1.0
· Date
This is the date on which a particular implementation specification was issued.
Example: 2017-01-23 

It is understood that a sub-set of the aforementioned elements are sufficient in order uniquely to identify a particular implementation specification. For instance, Issuer and Version in conjunction with the MessageDefinitionIdentifier of the BAH can be sufficient to ensure that a particular implementation specification can be uniquely identified amongst all implementation specifications of a particular issuer.

Also, there may be cases where issuers of implementation specifications achieve uniqueness of their implementation specifications through a purpose-built convention for the naming of implementation specifications.

Furthermore, there may be cases where the issuers of implementation specifications only require the specification of certain items on a for-information-only basis and, therefore, can dispense with uniqueness. 

In the second case of identifying an implementation specification by reference, the following items of further detail are envisaged:

· Implementation Specification Registry
This is the name of an implementation specification registry in which a particular implementation specification is available.
Example: MyStandards 

· Implementation Specification Identifier
This is the identifier through which a particular implementation specification can be uniquely identified in the pertinent implementation specification registry. 
Example: 123e4567-e89b-12d3-a456-426655440000
It is understood that implementation specifications can be a sub-set of a global message, a global market practice specification and/or a local market practice specification and optionally contain additional elements not present in any or all of the aforementioned specifications.

T. Purpose of the change:

What follows are some use cases for which the content indicator information could be exploited:

1. Routing of incoming messages based on their content indicator(s), i.e. which destination, in particular, if the document part of a message is encrypted

2. Validation of incoming messages based on their content indicator(s), e.g. schema compliance, business rules compliance, etc.

3. Validation of outgoing messages based on their content indicator(s), e.g. schema compliance, business rules compliance, etc.

4. Determining quality of service for message delivery depending on content indicators (e.g. priority, first class delivery, etc)

5. Determining transport service depending on content indicator (cf. airmail, surface mail, by sea, etc) (e.g. SWIFTNet InterAct, SWIFTNet FileAct, etc.)

6. Using the content indicator for statistical analyses in order to determine removal of legacy information from messages (through maintenance process)

In absence of such information on the content of the document part of a message, it is only possible to make inferences about the content of the document part of a message by analysing the message content. This approach may lead to ambiguous conclusions. 

Moreover, if the document part of a message is encrypted, it is impossible to make inferences about the content of the document part of a message whilst it is in transit. In this case, the content indicator is the only mechanism which remains available.

The availability of such information in the BAH about the document part of a message would provide the pre-requisite information to fulfil the requirements stated above.

The availability of such information in the BAH will be very useful for larger organisations that are confronted with a multitude of global or local market practices as well as solution providers.

In order to provide guidance for the users of the content indicator, it is suggested to add a dedicated chapter to the BAH Message Usage Guide (MUG). This chapter is to provide further information towards using the specification-by-details option versus the specification-by-reference option. Also, this chapter is to highlight the possibilities of providing for-information-only items versus achieving uniqueness of implementation specifications specified.

Furthermore, the proposed content indicator is to be compatible with the MarketPracticeVersion element of type MarketPracticeVersion1. See diagram below.  
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This MarketPracticeVersion element is used within the document part of about 20 investment funds messages (acmt.001, etc).

Through this compatibility, it is possible that the function of the current MarketPracticeVersion element can be fulfilled in the future by the proposed content indicator in the BAH.

U. Urgency of the request:

It is proposed to include this CR in the next regular maintenance cycle.

V. Business examples:

Examples illustrating the change request.
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Note:
For all newly proposed elements, types and the like, this CR states long names throughout in order to ease readability. The equivalent short names are still to be determined in accordance with the applicable abbreviation convention. 

MessageContentIndicator is an optional element. If a message instance were created to be compliant with multiple specifications, it is expected that only the most restrictive of those specifications is referenced by the MessageContentIndicator. Therefore, the MessageContentIndicator is not conceived as a repeatable element.

The MessageContentIndicator element provides a choice of implementation specification by details (element ImplmnttnSpecByDetails) and implementation specification by reference (ImplmnttnSpecByRef).

In the former case of implementation specification by details, the corresponding specification, which the document part of the message is compliant to, is identified through its issuer, name, version and date.

The optional element Issuer is to specify the name of the issuer of the specification referred to by the instance of the message content indicator block, e.g. ‘SMPG’. It is suggested to envision this element to be of type ‘Max35Text’.

The optional element Name within ImplmnttnSpecByDetails is to specify the name of the specification referred to by this instance of the message content indicator block, e.g. 01_SubscriptionOrderV03_setr.010.001.03. It is suggested to envision this element to be of type ‘Max350Text’. 

The optional element Version is to specify the version of the specification referred to by the instance of the message content indicator block, e.g. ‘2.1’. It is suggested to envision this element to be of type ‘Max35Text’.

The optional element Date is to specify the issue date of the specification referred to by the instance of the message content indicator block, e.g. ‘2015-01-09’. It is suggested to envision this element to be of type ‘ISODate’.

In case of employing the other option of  specifying implementation specifications by reference, the corresponding specification, which the document part of a message is compliant to, is identified through an implementation specification registry and a pertinent identifier.

The mandatory element ImplmnttnSpecRegistry within ImplmnttnSpecByRef is to specify the name of the implementation specification registry in which implementation specification is maintained, e.g. ‘MyStandards’. It is suggested to envision this element to be of type ‘Max350Text’. This extended length of the element ImplmnttnSpecRegistry is to allow for cases in which a registry is to be identified by its URI.

The registry can be conceived in two variations. First, there may be registries which act as a specialised third party registry which issuers of implementation specifications can use to make available their implementation specifications. Second, some issuers of implementation specifications may decide to maintain their own implementation specification registry. Both cases are intended to be supported.

The mandatory element ImplmnttnSpecID within ImplmnttnSpecByRef is to specify the identifier which unambiguously identifies, within the implementation specification registry, the implementation specification which the document part of a referenced message is compliant to, e.g. ‘https://www2.swift.com/mystandards/#/mp/mx/_WHwOAMfEEeShV-78bgFeBA/_WHwOAcfEEeShV-78bgFeBA#content’. As another example, an implementation specification registry could foresee to use the UUID (ISO/IEC 9834-8:2014) as Implementation Specification Identifier, e.g. ‘123e4567-e89b-12d3-a456-426655440000’. It is suggested to envision this element to be of type ‘Max350Text’.

It is expected that the referenced registry provides further details on the implementation specifications maintained. Such further information items could encompass some of the elements of the ImplmnttnSpecByDetails block as well as supplementary information, such as the name of the publisher, the underlying standard, a textual description of the implementation specification, its publication status (public, restricted, etc) and so on. All of these further details can be directly obtained from the referenced registry and need therefore not be provided for in the ImplmnttnSpecByRef block.

W. 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. 

	Consider
	X
	Timing

	
	- Next yearly cycle: 2019/2020
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2018 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the winter of 2019)
	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:

X. Impact analysis and type of impact:

This CR does not impact other messages, as only optional elements are added to the BAH. Only implementers of other messages that intend to use the newly added optional elements of the new version of the BAH are impacted.
The severity of the impact of the proposed change for the message users should be indicated in the table below (either “no impact”, “conditional’ or “mandatory”). 

	Type of impact

	
	No impact
	The change(s) will not impact the schema (the version number will not change) and  will not impact the business applications of any users, e.g. the clarification of a definition 

	X
	Conditional
	The change(s) will impact the schema (at least the version number) and the business applications of certain users but not all, e.g. the addition of an optional component

	
	Mandatory
	The change(s) will impact the schema and the business applications of all users, e.g. addition of a mandatory component.


Y. Proposed implementation: 

We support the proposed implementation, resulting in the following structure:
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Definitions:

MarketPractice: Specifies the market practice to which the message conforms. The market practices are a set of rules agreed between parties that restricts the usage of the messages in order to achieve better STP (Straight Through Processing) rates.
A market practice specification may also extend the underlying message specification by using extensions or supplementary data of this underlying message.
ImplementationSpecification1: Identifies the implementation specification to which the ISO 20022 message conforms.

Registry: Name of the implementation specification registry in which the implementation specification of the ISO 20022 message is maintained.

For example, ‘MyStandards’.
Identification: Identifier which unambiguously identifies, within the implementation specification registry, the implementation specification to which the ISO 20022 message is compliant. This can be done via a URN. It can also contain a version number or date.

For instance, ‘2018-01-01 – Version 2’ or ‘urn:uuid:6e8bc430-9c3a-11d9-9669-0800200c9a66’ 
The TSG is planning to add a usage example to the BAH MUG following the approval of this MCR.
Z. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing, or, if not, proposes another timing.

	Timing
	· As requested 


AA. Final decision of the TSG/CSH:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitting organization. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages.
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

Change request CR00753: Add business date

AB. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: Australian Securities Exchange (ASX), 20 Bridge Street, Sydney NSW 2000, Australia
A.2 Contact person: Priscilla Ferri de Barros; email: priscilla.ferridebarros@asx.com.au; ph: +61 2 9227 0543

 A.3 Sponsors: ASX notes its formal engagement with key stakeholders from the Australian equities community regarding its transition from CHESS proprietary messaging standards to the adoption of ISO 20022. This engagement is conducted primarily through the ASX chaired ISO 20022 Technical Committee that meets regularly during the CHESS replacement project.

AC. Related messages:

•
BusinessApplicationHeaderV01 (head.001.001.01)   

AD. Description of the change request:

This change request (CR) proposes to extend the Business Application Header (BAH) by an optional element through which the system business date can be specified. 
AE. Purpose of the change:

The Australian Securities Exchange (ASX) has initiated a project to replace the current Australian equities clearing and settlement market infrastructure system (CHESS).  CHESS (Clearing House Electronic Subregister System) is the system operated by ASX to manage the clearing and settlement of equity market transactions, and to record current security holdings (and the holders) on a name on register basis. The implementation of the replacement system will provide the existing core functionality and services and service enhancements. The current proprietary CHESS messaging standards will be replaced with ISO 20022 standards. 

As part of the processing of messages, the CHESS system requires processing timestamps defined through two elements, including:

1. the Business Date; and 

2. the Processing Date and Time 

ASX proposes to carry forward the use of the two dates in the replacement system and messages. 

The BAH in its current form only provides for Processing Date and Time through the use of the Creation Date Time, but not the Business Date. 

The purpose of the Business Date in the timestamp is to indicate for which business processing date the message must refer to, which may be different from the date provided in the Processing Date and Time element. 

Currently the Business Date is supported in ASX’s proposed usage of the BAH by including the Business Date in the Business Message Identifier element – represented as BizMsgIdr//YYYYMMDD. This is considered possible in the current environment since the current CHESS message identifier only requires 16 characters. However ASX’s preference is for a dedicated field for the Business Date in the BAH. This would also allow for ASXs future state requirement for the replacement system to extend the BizMsgIdr to 35 characters (uuid). 

Therefore the current BAH usage model by ASX - BizMsgIdr//YYYYMMDD cannot be applied and there is currently no place to add Business Date on the BAH. To include Business Date requires an inconsistent mapping and/or misuse to available date elements in the various document message structures.

AF. Urgency of the request:

It is proposed to include this CR in the next regular maintenance cycle following the date of submission of this CR to the ISO 20022 RA.

AG. Business examples:

a) If a transaction was reported overnight Friday (i.e. after 12:00 am Saturday), the transaction would likely be deemed complete on Monday (Business Date), not Saturday (Processing Date and Time).

b)
After-hours transactions or transfers that are executed on a calendar date different to the legal business date.
c)
Extended processing beyond the calendar date – especially to avoid doubt when there are time zone changes relative to the UTC Date and Time.

d)
Forward dated requests for migration or scheduled events. 

AH. 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 2018 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the winter of 2019)
	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:

AI. Impact analysis and type of impact:

This CR does not impact other messages, as only optional elements are added to the BAH. Only implementers of other messages that intend to use the newly added optional elements of the new version of the BAH are impacted.
The severity of the impact of the proposed change for the message users should be indicated in the table below (either “no impact”, “conditional’ or “mandatory”). 

	Type of impact

	
	No impact
	The change(s) will not impact the schema (the version number will not change) and  will not impact the business applications of any users, e.g. the clarification of a definition 

	X
	Conditional
	The change(s) will impact the schema (at least the version number) and the business applications of certain users but not all, e.g. the addition of an optional component

	
	Mandatory
	The change(s) will impact the schema and the business applications of all users, e.g. addition of a mandatory component.


AJ. Proposed implementation: 

We support the proposed implementation, resulting in the following structure:
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Definition
BusinessProcessingDate: Processing date and time indicated by the sender for the receiver of the business message. This date may be different from the date and time provided in the CreationDate.

Usage: Market practice or bilateral agreement should specify how this element should be used.
AK. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing, or, if not, proposes another timing.

	Timing
	· As requested 


AL. Final decision of the TSG/CSH:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitting organization. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages.
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

Change request CR00765: Related Block becomes multiple

AM. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: Swiss Commission for Financial Standardisation (SCFS)

A.2 Contact person: Rainer Vogelgesang, rainer.vogelgesang@six-group.com, +41 58 399 3808

 A.3 Sponsors: This CR is sponsored by the technical commission for standards technology and methodology (TK STM) of the Swiss Commission of Financial Standardisation (SCFS).

AN. Related messages:

BusinessApplicationHeaderV01 (head.001.001.01)    
AO. Description of the change request:

The current version of the ISO 20022 Business Application Header (BAH) supports the referencing of maximum one other business message by specifying, amongst others, the business message identifier of that other business message in the BAH element Related/ BusinessMessageIdentifier. See figure 1.

This CR foresees to change the multiplicity of the element Related from ‘0..1’ currently to ‘0..unbounded’ in order that multiple other business messages can be referenced. See figure 2.
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     Figure 1: BAH V01



     Figure 2: BAH V02 (CR implemented)
In addition, this CR foresees that the sub-elements of the element Related are extended by an additional optional element entitled MessageRelation. See figure 3.
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Figure 3: MessageRelation

The element MessageRelation defines the relationship between the business message itself and the other business message referenced in the element Related.

The element MessageRelation is to be of an external code list type  ExternalMessageRelationship1Code. See figure 4.
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Figure 4: new external code list ExternalMessageRelationship1Code.

AP. Purpose of the change:

In the case of messages that are designed in a way to be used either with or without the BAH, it is common to find multiple references to linked messages in the ISO 20022 message itself.

At the point in time, when such messages are re-designed and optimised for use in conjunction with the BAH, such references to linked messages will be removed from the ISO 20022 message. At that point in time, the BAH needs to be able to offer an equivalent function. This CR is a pre-requisite for such migration of message sets to be used with the BAH.

Furthermore, this CR is to benefit those organisations that have implemented ISO 20022 message sets spanning multiple business areas including message sets not using the BAH as well as message sets which do use the BAH. Currently, these organisations have to implement in their messaging systems dedicated search and sorting mechanisms for each message set due to the distinct way that each message set implements linked message references. 

If all message sets could be migrated to be used with the BAH, then the aforementioned mechanisms could be harmonised, thus, realising efficiencies and cost benefits. 

AQ. Urgency of the request:

By default, valid change requests introduced by June 1 and subsequently approved by the SEG/TSG will be included in the following yearly maintenance cycle which completes with the publication of new message versions by April/May of the following year, unless decided otherwise by the SEG/TSG.

If there is a need to have the new version of the related messages published earlier, the reason for the urgency of the maintenance and the expected consequences of a delay should be described here. Acceptance of such an unscheduled maintenance for the BAH is subject to approval by TSG. Acceptance of an unscheduled maintenance for messages other than the BAH is subject to the approval of the SEG and availability of a submitting organization to develop the new version of the messages. 

It is recommended to include this CR in the same yearly maintenance cycle as the other BAH-related CRs, if accepted, i.e. CR0721 (additional identifiers) and CR0722 (content indicator), which are currently under review by the TSG. Failing a joint inclusion of all three BAH-related CRs in the same yearly maintenance cycle, this CR should be included in the next yearly maintenance cycle.

Note: the ISO 20022 maintenance results in the publication of a new version of an ISO 20022 message. The actual implementation of such new version on networks and in user installations is not within the purview of ISO.  

AR. Business examples:

Examples illustrating the change request.

1. Example in the area of investment funds messages in the securities domain

As a case in point for a securities message that is designed in a way to be used either with or without the BAH and which has multiple references to linked messages in its payload, one consider the SubscriptionOrderConfirmationCancellationInstructionV02 message (setr.047.001.02). The elements PreviousReference and RelatedReference point to other messages previously sent (i.e. SubscriptionOrderConfirmation message) and previously received (i.e. SubscriptionOrder message), respectively. See figure 5.
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Figure 5: ISO 20022 securities message with references to other linked messages

2. Example in the area of Exceptions and Investigations messages in the payments domain

As a case in point for a payments message that is designed in a way to be used either with or without the BAH and which has multiple references to linked messages in its payload, one consider the ResolutionOfInvestigationV08 message (camt.029.001.08). The elements OriginalGroupInformationAndStatus/OriginalMessageIdentification and OriginalGroupInformation/OriginalMessageIdentification point to other linked messages, i.e. the FIToFIPaymentCancellationRequestV07 message and the FIToFICustomerCreditTransferV07 message, respectively. See figure 6.
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Figure 6: ISO 20022 payments message with references to other linked messages

AS. 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 2018 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the winter of 2019)
	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:

AT. Impact analysis and type of impact:

This CR does not impact other messages, as only optional elements are added to the BAH. Only implementers of other messages that intend to use the newly added optional elements of the new version of the BAH are impacted.
The severity of the impact of the proposed change for the message users should be indicated in the table below (either “no impact”, “conditional’ or “mandatory”). 

	Type of impact

	
	No impact
	The change(s) will not impact the schema (the version number will not change) and  will not impact the business applications of any users, e.g. the clarification of a definition 

	X
	Conditional
	The change(s) will impact the schema (at least the version number) and the business applications of certain users but not all, e.g. the addition of an optional component

	
	Mandatory
	The change(s) will impact the schema and the business applications of all users, e.g. addition of a mandatory component.


AU. Proposed implementation: 

We support the proposed change of cardinality resulting in the following:
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The multiplicity of the building block related changes from [0,1] to [0,*].

Definition of Related:

Specifies the Business Application Header(s) of the Business Message(s) to which this Business Message relates.Can be used when replying to a query; can also be used when canceling or amending.
AV. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing, or, if not, proposes another timing.

	Timing
	· As requested 


AW. Final decision of the TSG/CSH:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitting organization. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages.
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

Change request CR00771: Change CreationDate datatype
AX. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: 

Federal Reserve Bank of New York (on behalf of the US Federal Reserve Banks)

33 Liberty Street

New York, NY 10045

U.S.A.

A.2 Contact person: 

Federal Reserve Bank of New York Wholesale Product Office 

Ms. Gina Russo (gina.russo@ny.frb.org) 

Ms. Leslie Lee (leslie.lee@ny.frb.org) 

Mr. Frank Van Driessche (frank.vandriessche@ny.frb.org)

 A.3 Sponsors: 

US Format Advisory Group

AY. Related messages:

head.001.001.01 – BusinessApplicationHeaderV01

AZ. Description of the change request:

The request is to change the data type of the CreationDate element in the Business Application Header (head.001.001.01) from the more restrictive ISONormalisedDateTime to the ISODateTime data type that is used across a majority of ISO 20022 business messages. 

BA. Purpose of the change:

As part of the ISO 20022 adoption for the Fedwire Funds Service, the Federal Reserve System is requiring all Fedwire Funds Service participants to quote all times in local New York City time (Eastern Time). This rule has been set for all DateTime elements across all 20 ISO 20022 implementation guidelines in scope of the ISO 20022 migration. 

The Federal Reserve System has opted to implement the Business Application Header for all messages. However, currently the BAH only caters for the ‘Z’- time, which poses a challenge from a domestic/legal point of view.

The change will allow the Federal Reserve System to obtain a harmonized implementation of all DateTime elements, while it will still offer the Z-time option for those communities that opt for use of the normalized time as the ISODateTime datatype caters for local, UTC offset, and Z-time. 
BB. Urgency of the request:

Request to include the change in the next maintenance cycle.

BC. Business examples:

NA
BD. 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 2018 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the winter of 2019)
	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:

BE. Impact analysis and type of impact:

This CR does not impact other messages, as only optional elements are added to the BAH. Only implementers of other messages that intend to use the newly added optional elements of the new version of the BAH are impacted.
The severity of the impact of the proposed change for the message users should be indicated in the table below (either “no impact”, “conditional’ or “mandatory”). 

	Type of impact

	
	No impact
	The change(s) will not impact the schema (the version number will not change) and  will not impact the business applications of any users, e.g. the clarification of a definition 

	X
	Conditional
	The change(s) will impact the schema (at least the version number) and the business applications of certain users but not all, e.g. the addition of an optional component

	
	Mandatory
	The change(s) will impact the schema and the business applications of all users, e.g. addition of a mandatory component.


BF. Proposed implementation: 

We support the proposed change resulting in the following:
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BG. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing, or, if not, proposes another timing.

	Timing
	· As requested 


BH. Final decision of the TSG/CSH:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitting organization. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages.
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

The below change requests were initially submitted under MCR # 137 by SWIFT.

To avoid discrepancies, the sections A to F are not replicated from the initial submission.
Change request CR00724: NamePrefix1Code

BI. Sections A to F:
Refer to MCR # 137 (Payments Maintenance 2018/2019)

BJ. 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 2018 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the winter of 2019)
	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:

BK. Impact analysis and type of impact:

This change request directly impacts the BAH. It may also impact indirectly all the messages that are used in conjunction with the BAH.
The severity of the impact of the proposed change for the message users should be indicated in the table below (either “no impact”, “conditional’ or “mandatory”). 

	Type of impact

	
	No impact
	The change(s) will not impact the schema (the version number will not change) and  will not impact the business applications of any users, e.g. the clarification of a definition 

	X
	Conditional
	The change(s) will impact the schema (at least the version number) and the business applications of certain users but not all, e.g. the addition of an optional component

	
	Mandatory
	The change(s) will impact the schema and the business applications of all users, e.g. addition of a mandatory component.


BL. Proposed implementation: 

Detailed description of the required modification to implement the requested change.

BM. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing, or, if not, proposes another timing.

	Timing
	· As requested 


BN. Final decision of the TSG/CSH:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitting organization. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages.
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

Change request CR00726: Use structured address

BO. Sections A to F:

Refer to MCR # 137 (Payments Maintenance 2018/2019)

BP. 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 2018 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the winter of 2019)
	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:

BQ. Impact analysis and type of impact:

This section should describe whether the impact of the change requested will actually be as described in the approved change request. Any additional findings from the submitting organization when analysing the change request should be mentioned here. For example, additional impacted messages, not mentioned in the original change request, or additional required amendments that would have to be made to implement the requested change correctly, or complementary changes proposed by the submitting organisation at the occasion of this maintenance.  

The severity of the impact of the proposed change for the message users should be indicated in the table below (either “no impact”, “conditional’ or “mandatory”). 

	Type of impact

	
	No impact
	The change(s) will not impact the schema (the version number will not change) and  will not impact the business applications of any users, e.g. the clarification of a definition 

	X
	Conditional
	The change(s) will impact the schema (at least the version number) and the business applications of certain users but not all, e.g. the addition of an optional component

	
	Mandatory
	The change(s) will impact the schema and the business applications of all users, e.g. addition of a mandatory component.


BR. Proposed implementation: 

Detailed description of the required modification to implement the requested change.

BS. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing, or, if not, proposes another timing.

	Timing
	· As requested 


BT. Final decision of the TSG/CSH:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitting organization. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages.
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

Change request CR00731: Add LEI element

BU. Sections A to F:

Refer to MCR # 137 (Payments Maintenance 2018/2019)

BV. 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 2018 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the winter of 2019)
	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:

BW. Impact analysis and type of impact:

This section should describe whether the impact of the change requested will actually be as described in the approved change request. Any additional findings from the submitting organization when analysing the change request should be mentioned here. For example, additional impacted messages, not mentioned in the original change request, or additional required amendments that would have to be made to implement the requested change correctly, or complementary changes proposed by the submitting organisation at the occasion of this maintenance.  

The severity of the impact of the proposed change for the message users should be indicated in the table below (either “no impact”, “conditional’ or “mandatory”). 

	Type of impact

	
	No impact
	The change(s) will not impact the schema (the version number will not change) and  will not impact the business applications of any users, e.g. the clarification of a definition 

	X
	Conditional
	The change(s) will impact the schema (at least the version number) and the business applications of certain users but not all, e.g. the addition of an optional component

	
	Mandatory
	The change(s) will impact the schema and the business applications of all users, e.g. addition of a mandatory component.


BX. Proposed implementation: 

Detailed description of the required modification to implement the requested change.

BY. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing, or, if not, proposes another timing.

	Timing
	· As requested 


BZ. Final decision of the TSG/CSH:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitting organization. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages.
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

Change request CR00751: Update BIC datatypes

CA. Sections A to F:

Refer to MCR # 137 (Payments Maintenance 2018/2019)

CB. 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 2018 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the winter of 2019)
	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:

CC. Impact analysis and type of impact:

This section should describe whether the impact of the change requested will actually be as described in the approved change request. Any additional findings from the submitting organization when analysing the change request should be mentioned here. For example, additional impacted messages, not mentioned in the original change request, or additional required amendments that would have to be made to implement the requested change correctly, or complementary changes proposed by the submitting organisation at the occasion of this maintenance.  

The severity of the impact of the proposed change for the message users should be indicated in the table below (either “no impact”, “conditional’ or “mandatory”). 

	Type of impact

	
	No impact
	The change(s) will not impact the schema (the version number will not change) and  will not impact the business applications of any users, e.g. the clarification of a definition 

	X
	Conditional
	The change(s) will impact the schema (at least the version number) and the business applications of certain users but not all, e.g. the addition of an optional component

	
	Mandatory
	The change(s) will impact the schema and the business applications of all users, e.g. addition of a mandatory component.


CD. Proposed implementation: 

Detailed description of the required modification to implement the requested change.

CE. Proposed timing:

The submitting organization confirms that it can implement the requested changes in the requested timing, or, if not, proposes another timing.

	Timing
	· As requested 


CF. Final decision of the TSG/CSH:

This section is not to be taken care of by the submitting organization. It will be completed in due time by the SEG(s) in charge of the related ISO 20022 messages.
	Approve
	X


Comments:

	Reject
	


Reason for rejection:

� The Format Advisory Group is jointly chaired by the Federal Reserve Bank of New York and The Clearing House and includes 14 global and regional banks. All institutions are Fedwire Funds Service participants and 10 are also CHIPS participants. The members are Bank of America, Bank of New York Mellon, Citibank, Deutsche Bank, HSBC, JPMC, Key Bank, MUFG Union Bank, PNC Bank, State Street, SunTrust, Wells Fargo, UBS, US Bank.
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