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Minutes of LASSeO meeting No.66
Held at 1 Abbey Garden
26 May 2010
Present

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

Nicky Kaye (NK) (for Jayne Ward)
Chris Shire (CS)
Geoff Doggett (GD)
Owen McLaughlin (OM)
Gwyn Williams (GW)
Geoff Neal (GN)

Chris Lockwood (CL)
Apologies

Owen McLaughlin
Wilma Jackson
Jayne Ward
Previous Minutes


These were accepted.
Agenda Items
1. Specification Status – IPR Issues
· OM being absent we did not get an update on his review on past IPR correspondence However, MD reported OM’s conclusions and NK concurred:  Bracknell Forest maintains IPR of the JavaCard specification but confirms that the IPR for other specifications resides with LASSeO.  
· No further comments on decisions taken at last meeting on IPR issues. 
Action: To be finally confirmed with OM at next meeting.
2. Specifications – Encoding Care Payment Question
· Following a trend started in the USA and Eastern Europe for “benefit cards”, a number of LAs are investigating the possibility of issuing a card including a payment function.

· Queries have been received concerning “Care Payment” functions, raising the more generic question of LASSeO’s position on payment applications.
· Ensuing discussion identified multiple issues for the integration of a “payment” application in LASSeO specification. The key one being their strong security constraints making them generally not amenable to open integration in a LASSeO like framework.

· It was agreed that present LASSeO specification should not be used to support significant payment applications in its present state

Action: It is proposed that this is further investigated and a guidance or position note issued on the matter.

3.  Guidance Notes
· No comments from Members.
4. Mifare “sequence” issue

· The SCNF survey of member awareness and views on Non-unique Mifare UID issues is in process
· The possibility of non unique 4bytes ID was not seen as a major operational issue as 
· Most Mifare deployments are relatively small sized and unlikely to encounter non unique UIDs.

· If a system is based on UIDs, the card issuance system would identify and refuse the encoding of an UID it already has processed.

· The risk that cards from two different systems have the same UID is small/negligible at this stage.

· 4 byte UID cards remain today in production (but for how long?)

· On the other hand the migration to 7byte UIDs may require some major updates of systems, especially during the transition period when both 4 and 7 byte UID cards will be in the field.
Action: agree a joint stance with SCNF and issue a guidance paper

5. DesFire Issues
· ITSO has not shown any keenness to move towards EV1
· LASSeO Issuance of a “full EV1” spec put on standby for now

Action: Issues position/guidance paper
6. SNAPI
· JG announced the possibility of a 3 year EU programme using SNAPI on EMV cards – funding decision pending
· JG mentioned some progress in ISO standardisation work and focus on integrating with the Japanese views

· NK confirmed deployment of SNAPI in the Bracknell library but reported a lack of an easily demonstrable “sales pitch” as an inhibitor to being able to show the benefits of the system.
· Discussion followed on possible ways to promote SNAPI leading to the idea of developing an “Open source” strategy and promoting SNAPI through add-ons to open source browsers and systems (linus, opera, firefox, etc…)
7. Publicity – Web & Stats

MD reported that work continues to be done on getting the web site up to date and 
that usage Statistics remain stable 

8. Publicity – Facebook/Linked-in
MD reported that he had carried out an initial assessment of the suggestion of using social networking etc to promote LASSeO.   His views were confirmed by the meeting:
· Experience shows that these channels require substantial involvement to be kept “alive” and the creation of attractive “thread subjects” to attract and keep people interested.

· It was agreed that this is a high cost/low benefit approach for LASSeo at this stage, which should not be pursued.  Emphasis should be placed upon getting a basic website up to date and maintaining that position.  Consideration should be given to extending its functions as required by publication models and possible revenue streams.
9. Publication Models
· Work in progress
· Need to update existing documentation

· Need to issue new papers

· GD raised question about making LASSeO documents billable, maybe with a differential pricing model (LAs/Others).
· This and other revenue stream generators for LASSeO will be part of next meeting’s agenda

Action: add revenue stream discussions to next agenda
10. Other Reports
· ITSO - No specific news – it was understood that ITSO were awaiting funding decisions
· DWP – No specific news - it was understood that DWP were awaiting funding decisions
· London -  decisions and further developments to follow elections
· Testing – nothing to report
· National ID Card – The meeting noted that this project seemed to be finally closed
· SCNF - Notes on Mifare UIDs to be distributed
11. Next Meeting
To be held at 10.30 on July 28th 2010 in London  - Abbey Garden.

Early apologies from J. Gill and L. Faulkner
LASSeO: www.lasseo.org.uk 
email: info@lasseo.org.uk 

Secretariat – ALCO Consulting                      www.alco.eu.com 
21/07/2010
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