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Minutes of the TBG 5 meeting 

within the forum in Washington

September 2004

1. Participants: Siri-Ann dos Santos Norway, Lateef Balogun Nigeria,Paul Fan Chiang Taïwan, Yves Gailly France, Walter Hoffmann Switzerland, Stig Korsgaard Denmark, Hendrik Muus Austria, Dorothy Ogbutor Nigeria, Renato Polo Italia, Stephen Ranzini US and James Whittle UK.

Mark Zalewski, William Faulkner, Terence Devine and Tom Kellerman have been present for presentations.

Many participants were not present in TBG 5 all the time, being busy in other groups.

2. Monday 13th March Opening day, Opening Plenaries.

2.1. Forum Plenary

After some reporting on what happen since the last forum in Bonn. The main topic for this opening plenary was to elect the Forum Management Chair and vice-chair according to the new rules and procedures. As there was only one candidate for the position of chair, Dick Raman, as well as for the vice-chair, Sue Probert, they were elected by acclamation. François Vuilleumier was designed by the plenary as liaison rapporteur.

Within the presentation done by the various groups, the issue of IPR can be mentioned as being an important topic for the week. A meeting will be organised on Tuesday afternoon.

2.2. TBG Plenary 

· Like the FMG, elections were necessary for TBG because it was the normal election period, but also because all officers have left or have taken other responsibility incompatible with the TBG positions. Similarly with FMG there was only one candidate for chair, Jean-Luc Champion from TBG 1 and Belgium, and one for vice-chair, Yong-Yae Kim from TBG 1 also and Korea. They were elected by acclamation.

· As Sue Probert was elected at FMG level, there was only one candidate for vice-chair instead of 2 before, then anyone can push his appliance for future election at any time.

· Each group presented what was done since the last forum and what they wanted to do in this week. For TBG 5, slides are in appendix.

2.3. TBG Steering Committee

· Once more, it had to start with elections for the 3 representatives in the FMG

· JL Champion as chair was confirmed

· Gordon Cragge, in line with a former agreement with the plenary, was also confirmed to represent the Trade Facilitation side

· Then a two rounds election went on between Paula Heilig, Stig Korsgaard and Yves Gailly who was finally elected.

· TBG organisation: given the fact that the officers are new and that there is only one vice-chair, the question was raised by the chair on the interest for having a second vice-chair. Another proposal was done to have an advisory committee. Yves explained that it didn’t find relevant to create an additional layer when there are already a vice-chair and two representatives in the FMG. It was then decided not to create an additional layer and to review the situation in six months. It was also decided that any member of the steering can help the chair on demand.

· Groups issues:

· Necessity to be able to rapidly stamp some UN/CEFACT deliverables even if everything is not yet perfect, especially without waiting for BRS and RSM to be fully approved.

3. Tuesday TBG 5 plenary

3.1. Morning:

· We have had the good surprise to have two new participants coming from Nigeria. We then explained them what we are doing.

· Yves gave some information on the preparation of the workplan for the convergence of ISO 20022 with the official methodology.

3.2. Lunch & learn: Naming & addressing by ATG2 was a bit too technical and theoretical for those not yet fully involved.
3.3. Afternoon: participation to other groups meeting
3.3.1. Renato and Walter joined the meeting on IPR

3.3.2. Yves and Hendrik participated to the TBG 1 meeting on e-invoicing and Remittance Advice projects. The last one has still to be approved at TBG and FMG level. (done in the week).

4. Wednesday Presentations day

4.1. Junk E-mails, phishing, Remote Access Trojans: presentation by Stephen Ranzini.
A very important topic, which needs to be known by TBG 5, but it is probably not its job to standardise strong authentication, even if monitoring is crucial.

4.2. What is influencing standards development to-day. Mark Zalewski

Mark described what is going on in US in dematerialisation of the check, on electronic signature and biometrical identification.

4.3. Presentation from Thomas Kellermann, World Bank, on the techniques and methods used by hackers to compromise the security on internet based relationships between customers and their banks.

Those US presentations  confirmed clearly that working on security is a necessity for the financial domain. The idea, already raised by Yves long time ago, is that there are functional issues which should probably be treated in UN/CEFACT. One question is: should it be at TBG 5 or at TBG level, as many issues are not solely linked to finance, another one is to find a leader to prepare a document describing what could or should be done in UN/CEFACT.

Stephen Ranzini is willing to step up to formulate a project proposal which should result in a cross functional working group under UN/CEFACT forum.

4.4. Maintenance group report

· PAYMUL: Since Rome last year, a lot of work was done and many requests were retrieved or agreed to. One remaining issue concerns DTM change in PAYMUL. It turns out that due to possible contradictions of dates in DTM, both on B and C level, a change is needed. Both DTM shall be D (dependent) and mutually exclusive.

Another remaining topic concerns Indian checks which could be addressed in the CRG column.

Hendrik will prepare a proposal including all changes agreed in the maintenance group as well as the new proposal for DTM, but not Indian checks. Vote on this topic will take place on next plenary meeting.

· DMR about OCR-Credit note was accepted by ATG 1.

· GEFEG will offer checking possibilities to be included in TBG 5 website for free.

4.5. Lunch & Learn: Feasibility study on the application of the UMM and CCTS.

4.6. Meeting with ISO TC68 chair on convergence workplan

James, Stig and Yves who participated to the preparation of a convergence plan for ISO 20022 with SWIFT met with Mark Zalewski. The meeting was very fruitful in that it confirmed a shared approach of the situation and issues.

The role of RMG was confirmed as being more than a referee between SMGs, as it has to be the decision entity for what RA has to do, as well as harmonise the SMGs.

It was agreed that some preparatory meeting should be organise before the first one week RMG January meeting in order to make sure this meeting will be fruitful.

4.7. RMG participation

The appliance to participate to the RMG must be sent before the 2nd of November Stig Korsgaard is candidate. If somebody else want also to apply or if somebody has remarks on this candidature, he should write quickly to Yves.

5. Thursday TBG 5 plenary

5.1. La Hulpe Action points

· IPR was treated in an ad-hoc group in Washington. It is still not totally solved. After a change in June from an “unqualified indemnity” to a “qualified indemnity”, a new proposal is to change “indemnity” in “warranty” which for lawyers gives lower responsibility to the members. The group will continue to work on the draft version and liaison will be established with SWIFT.

· Future group: probably in Frankfurt 28th October

5.2. IBC update

Issue of reporting on banking services charges is complex because it assumes that items included in the reports are homogeneous throughout the banks. It seems to banks that Corporates want to be able to make comparisons between them which, for GE representatives, is not the case.

The purpose is really creating a standard which will reduce the risk of change. 

After discussion, it appears that the monthly report requested by IBC is in fact effectively used as a proof of invoices.

Benefit for corporates are control and regulatory compliance.

From a bank point of view, corporates should only define the information they need but not a standard format. It should be a two steps process, firstly any bank can provide information in their own format, such satisfying the functional requirements, then, later, if a standard format is defined they will move to it. 

IBC should define syntax neutral data requirements which will be compared to existing Core Components. This could lead to propose a new project under TBG.

5.3. Preparation of future meetings

· Presentation of financial developments in the next forum would be interesting as most of the other domains need payments and would appreciate to know what will be available in the near future.

· Advertising on results available, ie in the TGB project matrix. This topic has been raised in the TBG steering committee to see how projects in the finance industry, usually around SWIFT, could appear in the list even if not fully following the UN/CEFACT process.

Those two topics should be included in the agenda for January’s meeting.

5.4. SWIFT participation

Participants noted with regret the absence of SWIFT not so much in TBG 5 as few members are participating in the forum, even if it would have been interesting to have their presence in the presentations on security, but especially on topics like: IPR, harmonisation in TBG 17, convergence discussion with TC68 chair and also for Naming & Addressing, repository architecture, ….

5.5. Lunch & Learn: 2 presentation at the same time interesting same participants!! This should be avoided in the future.

· TBG 17: UN/CEFACT ebXML Core Component Library Project: ??

· ICG: UN/CEFACT Repository: a very interesting presentation in two parts:

· Somebody from OASIS presented an architecture for federated Registry. The choice of federated registries is very important.

· France Telecom/Edifrance presented a limited pilot of implementation. Its reusability has to be studied.

Decision: Advise everybody to get from there national SWIFT member group the document on XML IR 347 and IR 357.

NEXT PLENARY: PARIS 27th & 28th January. Logistic will come later.

Friday 17th

TBG Plenary

No resolutions to be voted in this session. A presentation was done by each present group on the significant accomplishments in the week. See Appendix.

5 projects have been validated during the forum, one being the Remittance Advice project in TBG 1. Projects’ description are available on the UN/CEFACT Disa site: webster.disa.org

Forum Plenary

No resolutions too for the present session. Dick Raman, the new chair, made a very interesting and complete closing address:

· Highlights

· IPR

· Money Talks: how to find resources?

· UN/CEFACT support: how to work efficiently?

· Restoring external relationships

· Next forum meetings: 

· 14-18 March 2005 Kuala Lumpur

· September 2005: Europe

· March 2006: North America
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