Minutes of the TBG 5 plenary meeting

14th to 18th 2005 in Kuala Lumpur

Participants:

Anne dos Santos Yara, Frances Fu TW, Yves Gailly FR, Paul Fan Chiang TW, Hendrik Muus AT, Shih Chin Huang TW, Benoit Van Daele Swift and Josef Votava AT.

Stig Korsgaard and James Whittle were present in the forum, but most of the time busy with the TBG 17.

1. Before the first TBG 5 meeting, Open plenary meetings took place in the morning firstly for the whole forum and then for TBG.

2. In the middle of the day, Lunch and Learn was dedicated to a Financial presentation on convergence and harmonisation issues. This presentation of about half an hour, slides joint in appendix, insisting on the necessity for co-operation between UN/CEFACT and UNIFI environment, was well received.

3. The meeting started with a review of Paris Plenary meeting as most of the participants were not present there.

Modification to Paris minutes: Hendrik has added to the minutes additional information missing from the minutes:

· §8.1 and 8.3: 

· one remaining issue was forgotten in 8.1: repetition factor of single transaction level

· on the same issue, clarification was also missing: The problem already existing in current implementations will become more visible after increasing the repetition factor of single transaction level. A pragmatic solution must be found. 

The Paris minutes will be updated with this information.

4. Report on participation in other meetings and activities

· Remittance Advice: the BRS has been approved by TBG

· E-Invoice: the BRS has been approved by TBG

· Authentication Token:

Because all messages have an impact on accounting, they should allow for accounting information. It has to be taken into account that accounting information is not the same  for the various actors.

History has shown that it was quite impossible to get all messages modified to include accounting information, then the idea of a “container”, here called token, seems to be an interesting idea.

Two issues came out of the discussion:

· The content

· The communication artefact

TBG 5 representatives highlighted that they didn’t think there is interest to work deeply in the content before a proof of concept is done on the token artefact. As a revival of the Architecture working group was announced by TMG, it would perhaps be a good topic for submission to them.

As a conclusion it seems interesting for TBG 5 continuing to monitor and perhaps participate later in this project. A meeting is envisaged in June where TBG 5 representatives will be invited.

For the time being, TBG 5 will be as observer in the project.

· TBG 16: the DMRs submitted by TBG 5 for PAYMUL have been approved regarding new qualifier for check payments..

· Modellers team: Terms of Reference for this new group have been submitted and approved

5. Maintenance Group

Hendrik gave some information on the repetition factor issue:

This issue, which seems to be the last one to be solved before approval of the new PAYMUL version in June, is a bit specific as it doesn’t touch only the PAYMUL, but also the DIRDEB. A simple and pragmatic solution for repetition factor of both PAYMUL and DIRDEB messages has to be found.

Both messages should be enhanced to 999.999 single transactions per batch. Current acceptors of such messages report no or only little problem to adapt the receiving process/application being capable of that change.

An already existing problem will be more visible with this change: the segment counter in the UNT segment. This segment is a service segment and therefor an overruling might be less acceptable. Anyhow, the two possible solutions are:

a) making the counter a 1.000.000 modulo (in other words: only respect the last 6 digits of the correct counter)

b) extent the field and counter to a maximum of 10 digits

The second solution is in place in some implementations already and no or only little problems have been reported to adapt the receiving process/application.

A decision on the possibilities outlined for the UNT segment is necessary. Financial institutions need to check if their converter software can be aligned to accept such a change.

Country co-ordinators are requested to send their vote to the TBG 5 chair before the 15th of May. 

The process will then be the following:

· the last PAYMUL version will be sent with the integration of the just approved DMRs before the 15th of April for approval in June TBG 5’s plenary

· the voting for the repetition issue will go on in parallel starting from 15th  of April to 15th of May

· depending on the later vote, the PAYMUL will be updated for voting in June.

6. On going harmonisation between UNIFI and UN/CEFACT

A number of meetings  have taken place in SWIFT with James Whittle to prepare the trial submission of two Payment Initiation messages as ABIEs. In parallel with the submission to TBG17, the business specification documents produced in the UNIFI environment has to be aligned to become a BRS.

7. Main results from the 6th forum

· RSM agreement

This agreement between the Permanent Groups is probably one of the most important results of this forum even if it remains to be formally approved in a final round of comments. Now, the workflow for submission and approval processing chain is complete. A pedagogic presentation of this workflow in the web site would be appreciated.

· 4 BRS were approved which will be officially published as UN/CEFACT standards.

· ICG made a presentation of the future Registry. They envisage to publish the version 1 of the Registry/Repository specifications around the end of 2005.

· Two new TBGs have been created:

· TBG2, which was a vacant number, is now a group with a document focus. It will start with the UNeDOCs project. The name will be proposed later. The chair is Michael Dill.

· TBG18 is a group proposed by France, with the agreement of some other countries. It will focus on agricultural issues. The chair will be elected in Lyon at the FORUM meeting.

· Lunch and Learn, with effectively a lunch, have been good and interesting cross-groups presentations

8. Harmonisation issue:

During the TBG17 harmonisation work, they discovered that some parts of CCTSv2.01 if applied in detail would significantly delay the production of harmonised BIEs (Business Information Entities). In order to simplify, they have decided to propose to simplify the harmonisation process of CCs which while not in conflict with CCTS would allow more rapid progress to a library of BIEs which TBG can implement.. Some members of the FORUM believe that the consequences of this harmonisation decision will impact all permanent groups using CCTSv2.01, so a small group has been created to find the best approach between a quick decision allowing to continue the harmonisation and the inclusion of the new proposal in the next version of CTTS which, following the normal ISO process will take some time.

9. On going actions:

· The revamping of the former CC and BPM group has suffered some delays because of the on-going workload. The participants reaffirmed that it is very important for TBG5 to have this group working in order to guarantee a good coherence in its representation in the various groups (MG, BVG, SEGs, …)

· Stig to produce the new Terms of Reference as mentioned in Paris Action Points.

· Concerning the representation in the Direct Debit BVG, where Josef Votava is the TBG 5 representative, it has been agreed that the documents to comment will be routed to the chairman for distribution to the active TBG5 members.

10. Other topics:

10.1. Next Forums

10.1.1. September 2005

· Location: France, Lyon

· Dates: 26th to 30th September
Take care it has changed
10.1.2. March 2006: Potentially Canada Vancouver

10.1.3. September 2006: Asia, a proposal has been received from India, New Delhi, other candidates can send proposal before15th May 2005

10.2. Terms of Reference and Procedures

They have to be harmonised and ready for the next plenary. The idea is to have those documents at FMG level, each group having the capacity to add specific requirements.

10.3. Relations with OASIS: 

10.3.1. a MoU should soon be signed.

10.3.2. BPSS should be processed in OASIS, but obviously with UN/CEFACT approval before ISO standardisation.

10.3.3. UBL: a proposal is under discussion to move UBL from OASIS to UN/CEFACT. The issue of NDR, Naming and Design Rules, should be solved with a solution allowing two possibilities. A technical proof of concept will be run.

