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APPROVED MINUTES FROM FMG CALL

17 May 2010

Participants : 
Chair Mike Doran, Mark Crawford, Mike Conroy, Chris Hassler, Natascha Pottier, Mary Kay Blantz, Scott Hinkelman, Nicolas Jammes, Rajan Dhanjee, Tom Butterly, Peter Potgieser, Bill Luddy, Christian Huemer, Anders Grangard, Stuart Feder

Apologies:
Michael Dill, Gordon Cragge

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 on 03 May
	· The draft minutes are not approved as FMG members still need to comment on them.

· The secretariat is asked to produce the minutes by the end of the week following the FMG call
	· Comments to be sent by the end of the week to the secretariat then draft minutes to be circulated again.

· Secretariat to send to FMG Chair draft minutes by the end of the week or to advise him if this is not possible.
	

	3) UN/CEFACT Projects
	· CCL 09B Issues resolution:    

The website states that the errors will be corrected and shown as 09B.1. 

It could be published as a spreadsheet only containing corrections. A note could be provided to say some errors had been identified and were to be corrected in the CCL10A library.

On the other hand, there were issues related to the schema production process and the schema not matching the library.

10A could also be published with the corrections incorporated. But this might take until the autumn, which would be too late.      

As gathering of the RSMs, etc, had already been done and the schema was half done, it seemed that the proposed sending out a 09B.1 was clear. It would only include the net changes. Actual changes and generation of the schema from the 09B.1 and 09B, so people would know they would have to revise 09B and regenerate from either 09B.1 or from the net.   The schema would reflect 09B.1.  Finally, it was suggested going ahead with the current proposal and publishing the merged version including a note that says that the merged version has not yet been audited and contains a superset of the audited 09B library and the 09B.1 corrections.
· CCL 09B schema: ATG had stated that it was nearly finished and will see how quickly schema can be sent to ICG. A discussion was held about quality checks and what needs to be done so that errors do not appear again.
· CCL D10A planning: Good progress has been made and everything was ready to be integrated, or is in final QA, it was not known how many problems the QA team might have found.  There were a few problems in the CCs but the only comment that work was continuing on the BIEs.   The integration into 10A would take place the following week.
· CCTS 3.0/NDR 3.0 Issues resolution:  The CCTS editor has provided the editor’s assessment of the comments back to the team leader, while the NDR issue was being discussed within ATG.   TBG1 was awaiting responses to its comments on the Cross Industry Invoice.  The Bureau regarded clarification of CCTS-NDR 3.0 issues as urgent..    ATG consider that the CCTS part of the CII had already been resolved and it was a matter of addressing the remaining issues, responding to the comments and determining whether they would publish an additional guidance in the form of a user guide. There was also another open issue submitted from TBG6 regarding the use of the BBIE and the BBIE properties, which he characterized in terms of the CCTS.  Regarding the NDR, it was hoped there would shortly be a consensus on whether or not it could be handled without changes to the NDR in a new version and whether CEFACT would publish another delta or an empty schema.  The Bureau wanted to urgently know, in particular for the work on e-invoicing, e.g., CII2, whether (1) an implementation guide, (2) corrigenda or (3) 3.1 revision(s) were needed to clarify the issues. ATG was asked to come back to the Bureau/FMG with a clear explanation of what the impact of publishing without changing the NDR would be and then it would be a management decision. Given the critical importance of this subject, the Bureau would have to intervene unless a resolution between the different points of view was reached before Tuesday 25 May. ATG, TBG and TMG should resolve the open issues quickly, with the future of CEFACT in mind.  
· TBG items for approval:

· TBG Procedures and Organisation: The document had been circulated on 3 May, and a month had been given for comments. The FMG would need to approve the revised document. It would be sent to the Plenary for information, although its approval was not necessary.
· 4 TBG3 project proposals: Dangerous Goods Declaration, Transport Instructions, Transport Status Reporting, and Transport Waybill: The documents had been circulated, with the deadline for comments being 17 May.  None had been received. 

· TBG15 project proposal for Consultation Models: the review date had passed no comments had been received.
· TGB6 had not responded to requests for clarification on the proposed recommendation 37

·  TFIG Project - Response from SIDA: Sida had acknowledged receipt of the revised TOR for the Trade Facilitation Implementation (TFIG) Project and indicated they would get back by the end of the month.   

	· The errors to be corrected and shown as 09B.1 and the merged version to be published with a note stating that it had not been audited and contained  the fully audited 09B library and the 09B.1 corrections

· TBG17 will provide ICG with the material

· TBG will provide the RSM

· ICG to prepare the note that will be added to 09B.1   

· ATG to confirm to FMG that schema can be sent out

· ATG & TBG1 to provide clarification to FMG on this matter by Tuesday 25 May

· The topic will be addressed during the next FMG call

· The four TBG3 project proposals are approved

· TBG15 project proposal approved

· FMG Chair to contact TBG6 Chair 


	

	4) Forum Meetings


	· 17th Forum meeting – Geneva, 30 August-2 September 2010 The Geneva Conference Centre will be visited in order to check the facilities. 
· Spring 2011 – possible meeting in Colombia:  Rafael Torres/TBG15 had indicated to the secretariat that Columbia would be interested in hosting a Forum next spring. No offer had been seen yet. FMG members were asked to think about this possibility, taking into account the security situation in Colombia.
· Spring 2012 – possible meeting in Geneva: if a meeting is held in Geneva in 2012, the venue will have to be booked asap Possible dates are 7 – 11 May 2012.

	· More information and update will be given on the next call

· FMG members to comment about the Colombia offer 

· More info will be provided at a later date


	

	5) Liaison Issues
	· MOU MG meeting, 8/9 April, Geneva :
· OASIS UBL: based on discussions held at the Extended Bureau Meeting in Geneva, the collaboration agreement is currently being reviewed because of the messages published by UBL.
· ISO 20022 eInvoice: 
· UN/CEFACT is positive that semantic alignment with ISO 20022 is standard 

· UN/CEFACT has not initiated invoices within ISO 20022. There are differences of opinion on this which should be clarified. 
· The type A liaison with ISO TC68 and/or ISO 20022 has not been formalised but it probably should be. 

           In ISO 20022, the process starts with the submission of a Business Justification (which, in this case was submitted by the Chair of TBG5) who had stated he was the official liaison person between ISO TC68 and UN/CEFACT.

It was suggested that a call be organized with TBG5 officers and that documents submitted to ISO 20022 by TBG5 should be submitted to the FMG, the Bureau and the Standard Liaison coordinator first. 

           There were a number of issues concerning liaison with ISO and it became clear that more formality was needed to be brought to the process. The secretariat stated that Serguei Kouzmine is the liaison person with ISO at UNECE and, on specific issues or areas, clarity is needed.

ISO TC8 (transport) and ISO 28005/2 (security management system for supply chain and electronic port clearance) had raised issues regarding alignment with TBG3’s work. MOUMG has agreed to forward it to UN/CEFACT
· ISO TC 154 New Work Items:  The new items related to submitting the CII to TC154 and came from NEN, the Dutch Standard Organisation. It was not clear whether the request was for a standard or for a report.   The idea is to foster better cooperation between development in the ISO and UN/CEFACT so as to avoid duplication, At the TC154 meeting, people came to the conclusion that in this case a technical standard was not the solution, so the request will be withdrawn to be resubmitted in another format 


	· The secretariat to advise who from the secretariat is responsible for specific ISO issues.

· Anders to set up a dedicated call to  identify where the gaps are

· A dedicated call on this issue should be arranged in June.


	

	6) Forum procedures
	· Interim procedure - 3 country rules – HOD details:  The Secretariat had confirmed that contact details of HODs would be provided to the PG Chairs.
· Note: The June Extended Bureau Meeting (EBM) in Paris subsequently decided to request the secretariat to circulate the HOD list to the FMG. 

	· Secretariat to circulate the HOD list to PG Chairs. 

· Note: Further to EBM, the secretariat will disseminate the list to the FMG.
	

	7) eBGT


	· eBGT Gap Analysis Project updates: No update.     

· eBGT Communications project: There is a need to elaborate what is expected in order to progress in the drafting.                      
	· A dedicated call on this to be organised
	

	8) Group reports
	· ATG: nothing to report

· ICG: nothing to report

· LG: nothing to report

· TBG:  nothing to report

· TMG: nothing to report


	
	

	9) Secretariat
	· The secretariat will prepare a forecast of documents that may be required for the Plenary.  This will be sent to the Bureau for consideration.  
	· Secretariat will send out a mail to the Bureau regarding documents forecast and deadlines for submission of documents to Plenary
	

	11)  AOB
	· Next FMG call on 31 May at 17.00 CET

· Extended Bureau meeting date and venue discussion:  there were 3 options, Geneva on 2- 4 June or Paris on 17 – 19 or 21-23 June. The Geneva option will not be taken as many people cannot come.                                                                                      An ATG meeting was scheduled from 14-18 June in Oslo. It was asked if the meeting in Paris could be held the following week on 21-23 June. Most people could attend on either dates (17-18 or 21-23), Bureau members would need to be consulted to see which dates would be suitable.  

	· Secretariat to book call

· In the event the majority could be there, the XBureau meeting will be held on 21-23 June. If it does not work out, then the previous dates (17-19 June) will remain in force 

· The FMG will be informed of the Bureau’s decision 
	


