
APPROVED MINUTES FROM FMG CALL

22 March 2010

Participants : 
Chair Mike Doran, Mark Crawford, Mike Conroy, Anders Grangard, Chris Hassler, Tom Butterly, Serguei Kouzmine, Natascha Pottier, Yan Zhang, Mary Kay Blantz, Scott Hinkelman, Nicolas Jammes, Garret Minakawa , Peter Potgieser, Gordon Cragge, Bill Luddy, Christian Huemer. 

Apologies:
Rajan Dhanjee, Michael Dill

Recorded by:
Nicolas Jammes

	
ITEM

	DISCUSSION
	ACTION AGREED / Person(s) responsible
	Action Item Number

	1) Approval of the Agenda
	The agenda was approved with minor changes
	             Approved
	

	2) Approval of the draft minutes of the FMG call of 01 March,2010
	· The draft minutes were to be re-circulated to include changes submitted from members
	· Secretariat to make agreed changes and circulate the draft minutes from 1st March call, and the approved minutes of 15 February including Anders’ comments

· 48 hours after minutes sent out for comments and if there are no objections the minutes will be reissued and considered approved
	

	3) extended Bureau Meeting, 11/12 March 2010 – Follow up
	· Natasha Pottier suggested initiating follow-up on issues raised at the XBureau.
· Mike Doran noted that input from Stuart Feder was not yet available. Members agreed that it was a little early to follow up on the Extended Bureau Meeting.


	· follow up to be done during the next FMG call
	

	4) UN/CEFACT projects


	· CCLD.10A planning: 
Mary Kay said that great progresses had been made on WCO and on the 2 submissions from TBG18 (Electronic Proxy and Cattle Registration). TBG12 is working well, but a little bit behind with TBG1 submissions. TBG1 have 2 provisional team calls scheduled this week. 
· TBG items for approval: 
· Digital Evidence Recommendation: The project aims to produces a BRS, a recommendation and a FAQ documentation. From the beginning a recommendation was foreseen for this deliverable, although no number had been attributed. It is now moving to public review.
This is a joint project amongst several TBGs (TBG1, TBG6 & TBG15) 

Bill pointed out that digital evidence is a difficult legal question and that taking a closer look at some implications might be needed including relevant work of UNCITRAL.  Tom Butterly noted the importance of liaising with and taking stock of UNCITRAL work in this area.

. 

· CALI Statement of Direction: when this was discussed in Sapporo the overall consensus was positive and it should have been brought forward It was agreed that Bill would also review this document

· CCTS 3.0 Comments from TBG

TBG1 and TBG6 have done the implementation verification and have come across some difficulties in some subjects.

A round of consultations in TBG resulted in no objections being raised. Asking if TMG is ready to open discussion on the issues encountered.

Chris, with the help of TBG1 and TBG6, has put together a change request document submitted to Christian, Jim Wilson and Mark on 22/03 with comments on ODP82 and CCTS3. 

· TBG5 – ISO 20022 eInvoice

Anders submitted a paper on this subject for consideration to Mike Doran and Stuart Feder.
Peter pointed out the fact that the market outside does not understand why eInvoices are being done in TBG1 and TBG5. He has also been informed by James Whittle that the material for submission to ISO 20022 will be available in a month so that the project that was approved in 2007 can progress and the work on harmonisation with the ISO200222 standard can start.

End result: the chair of ISO 20022 RMG, also chair of the European Banking Association has asked for the preparation of a paper describing what is happening in this one and for an article to be published in the ISO newsletter. The article will be published soon and the paper was sent to the chair of ISO 20022 for proposal.

Banking area: the statement describing the fact that a semantic data model will be reflected in ISO 20022 syntax has always been something attractive for people. But now, the 2 statements implying that there will be different versions of the CII Standard make people react and protest. In the end there will be a realisation amongst stakeholders of what the statement from the final group of experts means: choosing between at least 2 kinds of messages. 

Peter Potgieser requested to see the document Anders had prepared. This possibility will be discussed with Stuart. 

MOUMG meeting on 8 & 9 April in Geneva

· TFIG :
A meeting is scheduled in Geneva from 7-9 April
Input from TBG 3 and 4 (Transport and Customs) is needed

The representatives from these groups will be at the meeting, and the Bureau will give an oversight.


	· Secretariat needs to circulate the documents provided by members to all other members of the FMG before the FMG calls.

· More reflection is needed from FMG members

· Get the Bureau involved in the reflection process

· Bill to have a look at the document and provide expertise

· Natascha to send Bill the most up to date information on this project

· Mike Doran said to organise a separate call with Bernard, Gordon, Natascha, Anders, Mike Doran and TBG1, TBG6 and TBG15 and go through the issue after receiving Bill’s advice

· Natascha to send this document to Bill

· This issue will be addressed during the separate call with Bernard, Bill, Gordon, Natascha, Anders, & Mike Doran 

· TMG to have a look at the comments then set up a dedicated conference call with TBG.

· A broader discussion is to be had in Bangkok.

· Anders to prepare a report for the next FMG call, where the issue will be discussed further

· Secretariat to circulate all the latest documents to all the participants in advance 
	

	5) Forum meetings
	· Spring 2010 – Bangkok

· 94 registrations so far, need to keep on pushing.

· No specific problems re. visas

· The spreadsheet with the meeting rooms which were requested was circulated. Sangwon has done 1st exercise in room allocation.

Most of the small meeting rooms will not have projectors. Some groups can bring their own, or if there is a need for one, groups may have to arrange to move to rooms which are equipped.
· Very little to report on the joint meetings with AFACT WGs

TBG15 was informally approached by ESCAP Trade Facilitation Section with a request to organize an informal  meeting 

· L&Ls: There was confusion on the allocation per day. Mark Crawford will not be present on the Friday; he will do the presentation either on Monday or on Thursday. This will be clarified shortly and circulated.

· Sponsoring: The issue was discussed during the extended Bureau meeting held in Geneva. The Group is awaiting additional information from the Secretariat (specifically a list of items for which financial resources will be required). Mike Doran- issue will be discussed at the conference call with organizers on 23 March 
· Working Group Agendas: Groups are encouraged to send them to Rajan so that they can be uploaded on the website

Remark: the political situation in Thailand does not raise any concerns, there is no indication thus far that there will be problems for the scheduling of the Forum.


	· Further information to be given after the Bangkok Forum call of Tuesday 23/03

· Mike Doran to make a counter proposal to the FMG

· Secretariat to send out the letters to be signed, the brochure on the UN Global Compact and the list of potential cost items

· Secretariat to upload the WG agendas on the website
	

	6) UN/CEFACT websites 
	· Confluence: nothing new to report
	
	

	7) Forum Procedures


	· Interim procedure – 3 country rule for new UN/CEFACT standards:

A discussion was held during the Extended Bureau Meeting at which it was agreed that the FMG would approve the text for implementation.  Mike Doran noted that the draft that came out from Secretariat did not correspond exactly to what was agreed during the EBM. Mike Doran sent out a revised version: During the preparatory phase, the project leader, whether in a permanent or in a working group, should obtain written expressions of support from 3 Heads of Delegation. This should not be circulated to the HoDs as a whole because of the problems it could raise. However, if it is proving difficult for the project leader to find support from 3 countries, then FMG will be informed and will try to obtain the missing support. 

The actual request for project approval, including the expressions of interest, should be submitted in the normal way to the permanent or working group, and in the case of TBG via the Steering, and then to the FMG.

The procedure will have to be implemented for all new standards projects approved since 1 January 2010.

Note: for procedural reasons, the draft decision will have to be resubmitted with some corrections for approval at the next FMG conference call.


	· The 3 country rule will be put into effect with a retroactive application from 1 January.              Note: for procedural reasons, the draft decision will have to be resubmitted with some corrections for approval at the next FMG conference call.

· Secretariat is to reissue the Interim Procedure to Implement the 3-country rule(MD version)  to all the permanent groups for immediate application           Note: this will be done after the revised version is approved

	

	8) eBGT
	· eBGT Gap Analysis Project updates:

In the EBM, updates from the 3 gap analysis projects leads were provided

· eBGT Communications project:

A couple of calls were held between Jim, Mike Doran, Peter Potgieser and Natascha, the document is being revised and at the EBM, a technical resources from the Secretariat was requested to join the team and start helping in the preparation of the next step of the project, but an answer has not yet been provided.

Rajan is part of the project team, representing the Secretariat, but  technical assistance is needed as well.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                             
	· The FMG should be circulated with the power points  and reports from the EBM

· Clarification is needed from Secretariat on whether technical resource allocated to project for the next call

· eBGT call to be held on Tuesday 30 March at 17.00 CET. Secretariat to book it
	

	9) Group reports
	· ATG: no report

· ICG: Mike Conroy reported that a Vice-Chair may have been found for the group for the group

· LG: no report

· TBG:  no report

· TMG: no report


	
	

	10) Secretariat
	· Nothing to bring up
	
	

	11)  AOB
	· Next FMG call on 12 April at 17.00 CET


	· Secretariat to book call
	


