
APPROVED MINUTES FROM FMG CALL

12 April 2010

Participants : 
Chair Mike Doran, Mark Crawford, Mike Conroy, Chris Hassler, Tom Butterly, Rajan Dhanjee, Natascha Pottier, Mary Kay Blantz, Scott Hinkelman, Nicolas Jammes, Garret Minakawa , Peter Potgieser, Gordon Cragge, Bill Luddy, Christian Huemer, Jim Wilson. 

Apologies:
Anders Grangard

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 22 March,2010
	· The draft minutes were approved with no changes
	· Approved 


	

	3) UN/CEFACT projects
	· CCL 09B Schemas: Mark Crawford raised the issue of the lack of resources allocated to the production of schemas, particularly as the schedule foreseen for the production of the schemas was linked to the Bangkok Forum, which Jostein would not be attending. 
· CCL D10A planning: MK reported that only 2 items remained from TBG1, and the hope was to have them finished by Tuesday 13 April. As for the WCO, around 20 e-certificates remained, but the first round of harmonisation should be achieved during the TBG17 call on Tuesday 13 April 

· TBG items for approval:
TBG6 Digital Evidence Certificate Recommendation: Two calls had been set up, one with Bernard, François, Natascha, Chris and Mike Doran, and the other with people from TBG6 and Bill. Bill reported the latter call talked primarily about the Digital Evidence Recommendation, covering both electronic evidence (messages, emails, etc) and digital documents signed with digital signatures.   National rules of evidence were now extending from electronic to digital evidence.  Feedback on this was requested. Bill also noted that this work could intersect with the legal work of UNCITRAL in the e-Commerce area and that this should be explored. The question of FMG authorization of the public review of the DEC recommendation was discussed and Mike D. noted it should use the recommendation template to be presented for public review as recommendation 37. Mike C. expressed strong reservations regarding the status of DEC and whether it was a recommendation.   Mary Kay remarked the subject had been brought up during the MOU meeting in Geneva (8/9 April) and that the project overlapped with an ITU workshop on security and with the work of 2 ISO Groups. Tom enquired if, before public review, the recommendation was going to be presented to key stakeholders for discussion (ODP4).  Mark noted it had not been sent to ATG.   It was agreed it was necessary to go back to TBG6 to see that the appropriate procedures had been followed before going for public review...
· Certificate Authority Listing (CALI): Bernard had indicated in an email to Mike D. that the project was on hold until verified.

· TBG 12 – Lexical Nomenclature Project: it is up for approval, it went for TBG & FMG review. No comments were received from FMG  

· TBG 15 – Consultation Models Project:   Gordon has not received any comments, but a TBG 15 Conference call is scheduled for Tuesday 13 where this project will be discussed. Johan Ponten is to be the lead on the project. The hope is to get a formal approval from FMG and TBG steering so as to plan ODP steps 1 and 2 

· CCTS 3.0 Comments from TBG: Jim to respond on behalf of TMG, comments now being posted to confluence 
· TBG 5 – ISO 20022 eInvoice: Anders had described the process in the previous minutes, and a document from James Whittle is to come out. Peter had a TBG5 meeting last week where eInvoicing was talked about in depth. The follow up of the Business Certification was done 2 years ago. Now the information can be forwarded to ISO 20022 and it will be checked by the RMG when it can progress to the ISO20022 Trade.
· Mike D. said that Stuart had been talking to Stig about this because of the questions which kept coming from the European Commission. He proposed that a discussion be held with the EC to clear the matter.

· TFIG Project meeting 7-9 April, Geneva: Mike D. reported on the meeting and the follow-up (obtaining Sida’s approval for continuing the project, etc.)  The views of different TBG Groups, particularly TBG1 & TBG3, would be sought. 

	· Natascha to check with Bernard if he has the template into which to integrate this document

· FMG to have a look at the DEC recommendation before it is sent for public review and check if all ODP steps have been followed
· MK to send the recommendation to the MOU MG so that they can check it out

· TBG to organize a call so that everyone understands what the process is.
· Natascha and Chris to go back to TBG6 and ask them to clarify what they have done so far

· Discussion on project to be taken up in the next FMG call 
· Project approved


· Project approved

· If the discussion does not take place in Bangkok then a call will have to be organised
· Peter Potgieser and other stakeholders to contact Stuart to arrange a conference call on the subject

· Secretariat to put together the new Terms of Reference 


	1088

1089

1090

1091

1092

1093

1094

1095

1096

1097

	4) Forum Meetings


	· Spring 2010 – Bangkok:

· Political situation in Bangkok: The UN security phase for Bangkok was still at 0  Around 40 countries had advised not to travel to Thailand at the moment.  The security services at UNESCAP had indicated the situation around the two hotels recommended for the Forum might be a problem and suggested looking for alternatives.   It was also reported that public transport and taxis were almost non-existent in Bangkok.  More information would be provided after the call scheduled with Sangwon on Tuesday.  Mark expressed a preference for continuing with the Forum.  Natascha stated that 2 TBG Groups had indicated they would be cancelling their participation
· Opening Plenary PPTs: all permanent groups have not sent their PPTs for the opening plenary  
· Meeting Room allocation:  Sangwon had sent out his latest list. If there are any issues, let Rajan know and it will be taken up in the next Bangkok Forum call
ESCAP Expert Group Meeting: at the moment the focus is on      agriculture, TBG 18 will be invited to make some presentations.   For UN/CEFACT standards and recommendations, Stuart and Mike had made a proposal but it has been removed from the agenda. 

· L & Ls: 
· Monday 26 April – CCTS 3.0 Migration & Impact Analysis – M Crawford

· Tuesday 27 April – DCMA Presentation – D Guinasso

· Wednesday 28 April – TF Future POW – J Ponten

· Thursday 29 April – BRS & RSM Templates – C Hassler

· Friday 30 April – Registry Development Overview – G Minakawa
· Spring & Autumn 2011: situation hasn’t changed

	· Conference call to be organised on Thursday 15th at 16.00 CET with FMG to take a decision after having received a feedback from Sangwon.

· PGs to send in their PPTs to the secretariat 
· Rajan to send a reminder to all the permanent groups to send their PPT presentation to him by Tuesday 20/04 at the latest.
· Mike to send any         suggested changes to programme content to Sang Won and discuss it during the next Bangkok Forum call

· Secretariat to circulate the programme available on L&Ls to the 5 people concerned and ask for confirmation of times, titles, etc.
· Upload correct information on the website

· Discussion needs to be held regarding the organisation of future Fora
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	5) UN/CEFACT Websites
	· Confluence – Current status & TBG proposals: nothing new to report
· MOU MG meeting in Geneva 8/9 April: Anders attended the conference and reported on UN/CEFACT, MK dialed in for most of it. Anders and Jamie had a conference call to talk about issues arising from UBL and submissions to TBG 17. Alain Deschamps had reported that IFFL (??) no longer exists.  The ISO IEC Joint Technical Submitting Committee is working on a meta data registry.
	· MK to send out the agenda to FMG members

· Matter to be discussed again on the next FMG call with Anders
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	6) Forum Procedures 
	· Interim procedure - 3 country rule for new UN/CEFACT Standards: Mike D. stated that, during the previous call, a text had been agreed to applying this rule only to standards.  Anecdotal evidence had then been given to Stuart that one or two delegations wanted a reference to recommendations as well as standards.  Stuart therefore felt the text should be revised, and a text of the procedure for implementing the 3 country rule including both standards and recommendations had been sent out for approval.   It would be proposed to Stuart that a fundamental principle to be implemented in respect to EXCOM decisions in the future should be that, whenever there is a decision affecting UN/CEFACT, the interpretation of the decision would have to be agreed at the EXCOM meeting, otherwise interpretations changed on the basis of word of mouth with no supporting documents. 

	· A revised text for the interim procedure for implementing the 3-country rule to include both standards and recommendations was   approved, to be implemented from 1 January 2010

· Secretariat to circulate the revised text for implementation 
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	7) eBGT


	· eBGT Gap Analysis Project updates – Bangkok Forum: Peter Amstutz to organise a meeting similar to what had been done in Sapporo during the Bangkok Forum on the Tuesday morning

· eBGT Communications project:  A couple of conference calls were held,  technical help from the Secretariat was requested 

	· Secretariat to send a reminder to Peter that a room has been booked for this.
· eBGT call to take place on Tuesday 13 April at 17.00 CET
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	8) Group Reports
	a) ATG: nothing to report
b) ICG: nothing to report
c) LG: nothing to report
d) TBG: nothing to report
e) TMG: nothing to report 


	
	

	9) Secretariat
	· Nothing to bring up
	· Secretariat to organise a conference call on Thursday 15 April  to decide if the Bangkok Forum should be cancelled
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	10)  AOB
	
	
	


