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Minutes of LASSeO meeting No.65
Held at 1 Abbey Garden
24 March 2010
Present

Mick Davies (MD) (Chair)
Merlin Erroll (ME)
Den Hollander(DH) (notes) 
Kevin Farquharson (KF)
John Gill (JG)
Lawrence Faulkner (LF)

Jane Ward (JW)
Chris Shire (CS)
Geoff Doggett (GD)
Owen McLaughlin (OM)
Gwyn Williams (GW)
Robin Ellis (RE)
Apologies

Steve Beecroft
Chris Lockwood

Previous Minutes


These were accepted.
Agenda Items
1. DESFire Specification Status
A general discussion of the DESFire specification raised the following issues:
· The specification appears to be fine but given that there still a lack of field experience, it is difficult to really assess if any issues remain to be addressed.


· Issue of “copyright” & acknowledgement of authors

· JW stated that Bracknell Forest need only to be acknowledged and not to “own” LASSeO documents.

· The consensus was that LASSeO owns the documents but should explicitly acknowledge all contributors.

· It was agreed to remove the Bracknell Forest logo from the specifications 

· It was agreed that all future documents should follow these new rules.

· There was a question about updating existing documents .

· ME indicated that upcoming government “Creative Commons” considerations might have some implications.

· Full legal implications were beyond the expertise of present members, and would need to be verified.

It was agreed that OM would continue to review past correspondence on IPR and that MD would set out to amend documents appropriately.

2. DESFire Guidance Notes Status
· DESfire Guidance notes had been posted on the website.

· There is a growing need for DESfire testing facilities (AIDC are developing these but only Mifare testing is possible at present)
· There is a need for a central contact point to provide technical advice beyond guidance notes

· There was some discussion of using an academic institution to provide this. 
3. Further Specifications & Guidance Notes
· It was agreed that a full DESfire EV1 specification is a priority: This would establish a degree of proper independence from ITSO, and should be relatively simple to issue.  Costs and possible sources of funding were discussed.
· LASSeO & EMV specification: No major need seems to be perceived.
· LASSeO & NFC specification: There is no clear NFC technical or business model yet, so it is too early to produce technical notes. However, a generic statement about LASSeO’s position on NFC would be useful (general note and/or web site)
· Access Control Specifications/Guidance: There was considerable discussion about the present use of Mifare technology for services such as access control where a lack of security presents a real risk.  This is a difficult market to address as most Access Control providers thrive on a very proprietary model. General guidance could be provided as to how use CCDA for access control or on how to implement larger data sets along the ICAO specifications for biometrics data.
GD to contribute initial data and thoughts on the access control issue.
· General “Silo” Guidance Notes: Based on the fact that most public sector users still think along a “silo” model. Non technical guidance notes showing the use of LASSeO in specific application domains might be more attractive to potential uses/decision makers.
4. SNAPI 
· Minimal/Slow progress at this stage
· Need expressed for spec expansion including XML 

· Bracknell Forest is developing their operational use case of SNAPI in a library
· JG confirmed that the IPR for the API, name & logo are owned by LASSeO
· SNAPI DLL needs to be modified to support DESfire & other cards

· LF offered to investigate having his company sponsor the DLL development

· LF reported the he; along with MD and JG, would be meeting representatives of the DfT later that day.
5. Other Progress/Situation Report
· DWP Project
GD reported on the progress of this project in general terms as this was not being publicly communicated at the time.
· Progress in London
KF reported slow but steady progress in London due to 2 main challenges : Coordination between 33 bodies and impending elections.

GLA and TfL have both shown a willingness to get engaged with the project.

· SCNF
KF reported that the SCNF AGM was scheduled for 21/4 in Birmingham and that the Core group was hoping for Public sector leadership

· National ID Card
A general discussion of the National ID card indicated very slow progress, political uncertainty, and a sense of detachment between this project and Citizen Cards under the LASSeO model. 
· Changes to Data Protection Guidance
MD reported possible changes of EU legislation….still far in the future and far from clear.
6. Web Site/Public Sector Membership 
· MD undertook to explore the possibilities of creating Facebook/Linked-in Lasseo discussion groups.
7. AOB
JW reported that senior management at Bracknell Forest had described their citizen card scheme part of the Council’s  “core services”
Next Meeting
To be held at 10.30 on May 26th 2010 in London  (Abbey Gardens tbc)
LASSeO: www.lasseo.org.uk 
email: info@lasseo.org.uk 
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