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Smartcards for local government, by local government

LASSeO Discussion paper: Data and Numbering approaches

Comments are welcome on the following paper that considers areas where additional signposting and guidance on smart card data would be of universal benefit.

1. Background:

This general issue was raised at a recent Smart Card Networking Forum Session in Sheffield and was subject of a short discussion at the October LASSeO meeting (details available at www.lasseo.org.uk/ ).  This short paper is intended to support a more detailed discussion on smart card data planned for the next LASSeO meeting in London on Wednesday 29th November.

LASSeO has previously published two documents arising from the English National Smart Card Project, namely:

Specification for the use of Mifare® 4K:

http://www.lasseo.org.uk/papers/NSCP%20Mifare%204K%20Specification%20Release%202.0.doc , and, 

Services and Data Objects: http://www.lasseo.org.uk/papers/NSCP%20Services%20and%20Data%20Objects.pdf .
Some initial work has also been commenced on a JavaCard layout specification.  The Mifare 4k specification is being widely adopted and whilst it defines data sectors, it does not define contents. 

Clearly, some robust central guidance could be of use to Card scheme designers/operators and LASSeO has undertaken to try to specify appropriate approaches where such input would be both practical and useful.

2. Areas of discussion identified to date:

The following issues arose from an initial discussion at LASSeO with input from LB Lewisham and Unicard:

· Personal details – maybe based upon SmartConnect initial set-up or GC-Register requirements

· Name and title fields

· Address fields and formats

· Post code look-up

· Unique Property Reference Number (UPRN)

· Local land and Property Gazetteer (LLPG)

· National Land and Property Gazetteer (NLPG)

· Other data catalogue standards from e-Government Interoperability Framework (e-GIF)

· Card numbering

· APACS numbering

· International APACS numbering

· Structured on a regional basis?

· Structured on an authority basis?

· Citizen account numbering?

· ITSO conventions (if any)

· Some other convention 

· Eg existing membership numbers 

· Ethnic coding

· Ethnic groups

· Coding for groups

· Proof of age

· PASS

· Any other?

· Security levels

· T-scheme

· Any other?

· System interfaces

· Standardised interface for all applications?

· Use the Scottish models for Libraries and Leisure?

3. Work in hand prior to next meeting

· LB Lewisham/London Connects are documenting the approach they have taken to numbering based on structuring a London-wide International APACS code for London Boroughs.   This seems suitable to enable Local authority numbering within a Sub-Regional, Regional, National and International numbering framework.  APACS codes are already being used extensively within the public sector and these proposals could provide a standard framework approach for use with all.

· The e-Government Unit (now part of the DTG – Delivery and Transformation group) is researching government use of standard Ethnicity groupings and codes.

· The Scottish Improvement Service is working on standard application interfaces and their output is expected before the next meeting.

· LASSeO is investigating the data definitions and sources used in the initial set up of SmartConnect (as output from the National Smart Card Project) and the requirements of GC-Register

· LASSeO members and other colleagues are invited to provide input into this process.  

Comments to :

Mick Davies

Chair LASSeO

LASSeO@btopenworld.com 
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