
Maintenance Change Request
for the update of ISO 20022 financial repository items
Note: the purpose of this document is to give guidelines to submitting organizations that will develop a new version of existing ISO 20022 messages based on change requests screened by the Standards Evaluation Group(s). Such development is subject to the approval of a Maintenance Change Request which must include a detailed description of the impact of each change on the related messages. The Maintenance Change Request must start with a general chapter covering topics related to the whole maintenance effort and a specific chapter for each change request, as described below. Please consult the iso20022.org website for additional details on the maintenance process. Valid Maintenance Change Requests for the following ISO 20022 yearly maintenance cycle must be sent to iso20022ra@iso20022.org by August 21st.
A. Name of the request:
2023 CCP Supervisory Data Maintenance Change.

B. Submitting organization(s): Bank of England
Identity of the organization, group, initiative or community that is undertaking the development of the new version of the message(s). 
C. Related messages: auth.060.001.01 - CCPDailyCashFlowsReportV01 and auth.057.001.01 - CCPPortfolioStressTestingDefinitionReportV01
The precise identification of the ISO 20022 messages that will be impacted by the changes included in this Maintenance Change Request, including the Message Ids as shown in the Catalogue of ISO 20022 messages.
Note: Maintenance Change Requests may not lead to creation of new messages or variant of existing messages. In such cases, the submitting organization should introduce a 'Business Justification' for development of new candidate ISO 20022 messages. 
D. Commitments of the submitting organization:

The submitting organization must confirm 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.

If the submitting organization cannot develop all or part of the changes included in this Maintenance Change Request in the timeframe agreed by the SEG, it must propose an alternative solution for the change requests it cannot develop in time (eg postpone to a later date or to the next yearly maintenance cycle). 
The submitting organization must confirm whether it intends or not to organize any testing or the actual implementation of the new version of the messages once the related documentation has been published by the RA. The purpose is to ensure that the documentation of the new version of the messages is accurate and consistent and to verify that these approved messages can be implemented with no adverse effects on communication infrastructures and/or applications. 

The submitting organization must confirm its 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”. 

The Bank of England confirms it can and will meet the requirements of Section D
E. Contact persons:
The submitting organization will identify the person(s) at the submitting organization that can be contacted to get additional information on this Maintenance Change Request.

John Aveson (john.aveson@bankofengland.co.uk) and Stephanie Hingston (stephanie.hingston@bankofengland.co.uk)

Change request number 1312
This chapter must be completed for every change request that the submitting organization has been requested to implement.
Copy of the approved change request:
F. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: identity of the company, organization, group, initiative or community that submits the change request. 

Bank of England,

Threadneedle St, London, EC2R 8AH

United Kingdom

A.2 Contact person: person(s) who can be contacted to get additional information on the request (name, e-mail, telephone)

John Aveson john.aveson@bankofengland.co.uk

 A.3 Sponsors: it is highly recommended that a submitter of a Change Request gain the agreement and support from as many additional organisations, groups, initiatives or communities of users as possible, thus demonstrating as wide as possible a consultation of the relevant stakeholders. All organisations, groups, initiatives or communities supporting the change request should be identified as sponsors along with a contact person, if possible. This community involvement is intended to help avoid delays and/or subsequent amendments to the change request.

G. Related messages:

The list of ISO 20022 messages which would be impacted by the change, including the Message IDs as shown in the Catalogue of ISO 20022 messages. Only the latest version of a message definition can be maintained.
The submitter is invited to carefully examine whether the change may have an impact on other messages that come into play earlier or later in the transaction chain or on other messages that also use message components that this change request may impact.    

auth.060.001.01

CCPDailyCashFlowsReportV01

H. Description of the change request:
A specific change request form must be completed for each particular change requested (for example, adding, deleting, modifying, renaming, changing the cardinality, moving an element/component, or changing the type of an element, changing a code set).

If the change request consists, for example, of adding new functionality which requires several changes which would not make sense if not performed all together, then all these related changes should be described on the same form.    

Change requests may not lead to creation of new messages. In such cases, a 'business justification' for development of new candidate ISO 20022 messages must be introduced by a submitting organization that is ready to develop the new messages. 

The PaymentAccount1 item includes a NetPmt element, this change to add a ‘Gross payment amount’.

    <xs:complexType name="PaymentAccount1">

        <xs:sequence>

            <xs:element name="Ccy" type="ActiveCurrencyCode"/>

            <xs:element name="NetPmt" type="AmountAndDirection86"/>

            <xs:element name="LatePmtConf" type="Max10NumericText"/>

        </xs:sequence>

    </xs:complexType>

I. Purpose of the change:

Background, business context, community of users interested by the change and expected benefits/savings.

This section must explain why the existing ISO 20022 messages need to be changed. The reason for the update may be a business reason (e.g., evolution of market practice, or creation of new financial instruments), a technical reason (e.g., automation of the business process, or switch from a batch to a real time process), a regulatory reason (introduction, generally mandatory, of new rule/law) or the extension of the user community (newly identified business requirements). 

The purpose of this change is to better appreciate the magnitude of flows between payment banks and concentration banks, allowing for the identification of the largest counterparties thereby a greater of where risks to financial stability might occur in the payments process. This requirement was not foreseen in the original schema proposal.

J. 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. 

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.  

K. Business examples:
Examples illustrating the change request.

L. 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: 2023/2024
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2023 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2024)
	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:

This is a copy of sections A to G of the change request approved by the SEG for further consideration as communicated to the submitting organization by the RA.
H. 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 

	
	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

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


I. Proposed implementation: 
Detailed description of the required modification to implement the requested change.

J. 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 

	
	· Other:


Change request number 1313
This chapter must be completed for every change request that the submitting organization has been requested to implement.

Copy of the approved change request:

This is a copy of sections A to G of the change request approved by the SEG for further consideration as communicated to the submitting organization by the RA.

M. Origin of the request:

A.1 Submitter: identity of the company, organization, group, initiative or community that submits the change request. 

Bank of England,

Threadneedle St, London, EC2R 8AH

United Kingdom

A.2 Contact person: person(s) who can be contacted to get additional information on the request (name, e-mail, telephone)

John Aveson john.aveson@bankofengland.co.uk

 A.3 Sponsors: it is highly recommended that a submitter of a Change Request gain the agreement and support from as many additional organisations, groups, initiatives or communities of users as possible, thus demonstrating as wide as possible a consultation of the relevant stakeholders. All organisations, groups, initiatives or communities supporting the change request should be identified as sponsors along with a contact person, if possible. This community involvement is intended to help avoid delays and/or subsequent amendments to the change request.

N. Related messages:

The list of ISO 20022 messages which would be impacted by the change, including the Message IDs as shown in the Catalogue of ISO 20022 messages. Only the latest version of a message definition can be maintained.
The submitter is invited to carefully examine whether the change may have an impact on other messages that come into play earlier or later in the transaction chain or on other messages that also use message components that this change request may impact.    

auth.057.001.01

CCPPortfolioStressTestingDefinitionReportV01

O. Description of the change request:
A specific change request form must be completed for each particular change requested (for example, adding, deleting, modifying, renaming, changing the cardinality, moving an element/component, or changing the type of an element, changing a code set).

If the change request consists, for example, of adding new functionality which requires several changes which would not make sense if not performed all together, then all these related changes should be described on the same form.    

Change requests may not lead to creation of new messages. In such cases, a 'business justification' for development of new candidate ISO 20022 messages must be introduced by a submitting organization that is ready to develop the new messages. 

The scenario definition allows a maximum of 2 objects of type StressItem1, this change request is to relax this condition to allow any number of StressItem1 objects.

    <xs:complexType name="ScenarioDefinition1">

        <xs:sequence>

            <xs:element name="Id" type="GenericIdentification165"/>

            <xs:element name="ScnroTp" type="ScenarioType1Code"/>

            <xs:element name="StrtgyStrssTp" type="StrategyStressType1Code"/>

            <xs:element maxOccurs="2" minOccurs="1" name="StrssItm" type="StressItem1"/>

            <xs:element maxOccurs="1" minOccurs="0" name="Desc" type="Max2000Text"/>

        </xs:sequence>

    </xs:complexType>

P. Purpose of the change:

Background, business context, community of users interested by the change and expected benefits/savings.

This section must explain why the existing ISO 20022 messages need to be changed. The reason for the update may be a business reason (e.g., evolution of market practice, or creation of new financial instruments), a technical reason (e.g., automation of the business process, or switch from a batch to a real time process), a regulatory reason (introduction, generally mandatory, of new rule/law) or the extension of the user community (newly identified business requirements). 

The purpose of this change is to enable a richer understanding of the stress factors driving the portfolio stress test results reported in auth.058.001.01 CCPPortfolioStressTestingResultReportV01. No changes are required to the stress testing as a consequence of this change.

Q. 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. 

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.  

R. Business examples:
Examples illustrating the change request.

S. 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: 2023/2024
(the change will be considered for implementation in the yearly maintenance cycle which starts in 2023 and completes with the publication of new message versions in the spring of 2024)
	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:

K. 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.


L. Proposed implementation: 
Detailed description of the required modification to implement the requested change.

M. 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 

	
	· Other:


N. Final decision of the SEG(s):
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:
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