
CV WG VIRTUAL MEETING YYYY.MM.DD

Meeting minutes



2

CV WG VIRTUAL MEETING 2011.12.22 – Meeting minutes

Venue
Virtual Meeting on
Arkadin

Meeting date 22/12/2011

Author NVH Meeting time 14:00 – 17:00

Reviewed by PA, SG Issue date 22/12/2011

Status Version 0.01

Attendees Abbreviation Organisation

Stijn Goedertier SG PwC Belgium

Niels Van Hee NVH PwC Belgium

Phil Archer PA SEMIC team

Morten Borrebæk MB
NO – Norwegian Mapping
Authority

Ignacio Boixo IB ES – External Expert

Anja Hopfstock AH DE – BKG Bund.de

Michael Lutz ML EU – JRC / INSPIRE

Piotr Madziar PM EU – DG Markt

Aine Mitchell AM
IE – Enterprise Registry Solutions
/ EBR

Andrea Perego AP EU – JRC / INSPIRE

Raj Singh RS
US – Open Geospatial
Consortium

Chris Taggart CT UK – Open Corporates

Maris Tudre MT
EE – Centre of Registers and
Information Systems

Philippe Vlérick PV EU – DG Justice

Neven Vrček NV HR – University of Zagreb 

Andreas Weller AW
EU – European Banking Authority
EBA



3

Attendees Abbreviation Organisation

Peter Winstanley PW
UK – ISIS:KIRM - The Scottish
Government

AGENDA:

Common items

1. Collaborator Licence Agreement

Core Person

1. Roll call and adoption of minutes
2. Review of current conceptual model
3. Birth name
4. Representation of birth related attributes, place of death
5. Alternative names
6. Date of next meeting

Due to low turn-out, the Core Person agenda was not completed and replaced by a
discussion on relevant use cases.

Core Business

1. Roll call and adoption of minutes
2. Review of current conceptual model
3. Proposal to have specific field for legal identifier
4. Alternative names (not discussed)
5. Composition of the working group (not discussed)
6. Company status (not discussed)
7. Date of next meeting

Core Location

1. Roll call and adoption of minutes
2. Review of relevant aspect of Core Person and Core Business use cases
3. Further review of conceptual model
4. Date of next meeting
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1. Common: Collaborator Licence Agreement

Discussion

 In order to be able to share the outputs of the Working Group and the different
Task Forces, the members need to grant their approval.

 Granting approval can be done by signing the Collaborator Licence Agreement
on the wiki. To sign, members need to add a page to the wiki using their
credentials.

 A signature template is available.

Documentation

 Contributor Licence Agreement template

2. Core Person – Use cases

Discussion

 Due to low turn-out, the Core Person agenda was not completed and replaced
by a discussion on relevant use cases.

 PV mentioned that use cases for the Core Person from the DG Justice
perspective are the personal insolvency registers. Personal data protection
regulations might restrict the exchange of personal data.

 PV also illustrates another project of DG Justice, a database of translations that
can be used by Member States during trials. Member States that implement their
own database can look to Core Person and see if it fits their needs to document
personal data.

 SG asks PV to further elaborate on the existing use cases, especially on those
that are important to exchanging personal data.

 PW reports on an idea on ‘concepts’ and ‘agents’: one of the ideas in the British
Library ontology work is to have person-as-concept and person-as-agent. They
also do the same with organisation, which could be translated to the Core
Business.

Action Items Responsible Deadline

PV to elaborate on the existing use cases. PV 12/01

3. Core Business – Roll call and adoption of minutes

Discussion

 PM welcomes everyone to the conference call.

 The recorded minutes of the previous meeting were lost because the meeting
was not closed in the correct manner. The minutes that have been created are
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based on the recollection of PA and NVH. Because of this, everyone is asked to
carefully review the minutes. Adoption of the minutes is postponed to the next
meeting.

Decisions

 Adoption of the minutes of the 15/12 meeting will be done in the next meeting.

4. Core Business

Review of current conceptual model

Proposal to have a specific field for a legal identifier

Discussion

 PA presents the current conceptual model on the wiki. Legal name is a stable
attribute. It has an unbounded cardinality. The address attribute will also be
considered in the context of the work on Core Location. Other identifiers are also
foreseen. An issuing authority attribute is used to indicate who created the
identifier for the business.

 CT mentions that there’s a need to distinguish between the Legal Entity
Identifier, which is an identifier for the Legal Entity, and other identifiers, which
identify some other aspect (e.g. a registration with the tax office, a tax number).

 IB feels that having a legal entity identifier and possibly other identifiers is a
good approach.

 PM explains that he sees Core Business as a sort of business card. Having
multiple identifiers allows users to pick one identifier and use it. This might lead
to situations where some users are using an older version of an identifier and
other users the most recent one. This results in integrity issues.

 PA acknowledges the fact that change will come to any data set. He proposes to
not have this discussion at this time, but to move it to either a dedicated Task
Force or to a joint meeting of the existing Task Forces.

 MT explains that in Estonia, there are only 2 identifiers: a generated identifier for
the legal entity and a tax number. AM says that the EBR uses such a unique ID
from the source business register, but that it also adds an identifier for the
specific business register.

 IB states that it should be made explicit what the registration authority is. The
country in which the authority resides could provide a list of all registration
authorities.

 CT agrees but also says that there is no standard way to identify registration
authorities. This is confirmed by AM, although EBR tries to assign an identifier to
each authority. This is a process that is on-going but that will be hopefully
completed in due time.

 CT says that such an ID should be globally unique and that URIs might help
here. IB also agrees that the identification of the registration authority is a
fundamental issue. He mentions the situation in Spain, where there’s a problem
to identify the public servant that procured the documents for incorporating a
business. This information is for instance needed in a trial (in such a case, the
VAT number is not sufficient).
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 IB agrees to share more information about this on the wiki.

 PA thinks the current conceptual model captures all requirements at this time.

Decisions

 Changes of and updates to data will not be discussed at this time. It will be
handled later on in a dedicated Task Force or in the entire Working Group.

Action Items Responsible Deadline

IB to document the use of tax numbers and the
identification of public servants on the wiki.

IB 05/01

Documentation

 Conceptual model

5. Core Business – Date of next meeting

Discussion

 PM proposes to organise the next meeting on 5 January 2012. No one objects.

Decisions

 The next meeting will be held on 5 January 2012.

6. Core Location – Roll call and adoption of minutes

Discussion

 ML and AP welcome everyone to the meeting.

 PA explains the status of the minutes of the previous meeting (also described in
section 3 – Core Business: Roll call and adoption of minutes). Based on this
information, adoption of the minutes for Core Location is also postponed.

Decisions

 Adoption of the minutes of the 15/12 meeting will be done in the next meeting.

7. Core Location – Review of relevant Core Person and Core Business use cases

Discussion
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 PA presents a number of use cases from the Core Person and Core Business
Task Forces that are relevant to the work on Core Location. The use cases are
described on the wiki.

 ML and AP acknowledge that it is important to look at how Core Location
supports these and to understand what the relationships would be. Location in
these use cases is more than ‘located at’, it can also be ‘place of birth’ or
‘registered address’ for instance.

Documentation

 Core Person and Core Business use cases

8. Core Location – Further review of the conceptual model

Discussion

 ML and AP ask if coordinates should still be part of the model. PA suggests to
keep the model as simple as model, but sees no reason to remove the concept
of coordinates either. The idea is to work on a conceptual level for the moment
however.

 ML and AP suggest removing the Resource class from the current model. The
remaining classes would be: SpatialReference, GeographicIdentifier, Geometry
and Address.

 AH asks if there still is a concept of a geographic name instead of a detailed
address. ML and AP confirm that this can still be part of the model (as a label for
instance).

 PA says that the conceptual model should be able to work with different levels of
granularity (from a simple identifier to a complete address).

 RS mentions in this context that software exists that allows deducing detailed
information (e.g. coordinates) out of a textual representation of a place. Google
is mentioned by ML and AP as doing something similar, by suggestions
businesses, places of interest, ... when querying for a place name. PA clarifies
that Google also uses the current location of the user (which allows
distinguishing between Ipswich in the UK and Ipswich in the US for instance).

 RS thinks that a dictionary of URI-like country codes would be a valuable
addition to this work.

 PA agrees but thinks this is probably already done. In case it exists, the stability
of the URIs should be analysed.

 ML and AP mention an ISO maintained DB:
https://cdb.iso.org/cdb/codeentry!display.action?entry=186412&language=1

 This is however a query system and not a stable URI provider. RS and PA also
provide similar initiatives: http://www.opengis.net/def/crs/OGC/1.3/,
http://opencorporates.com/companies/gb/04285910 and
http://data.companieshouse.gov.uk/doc/company/04285910

 PA states that there’s even some doubt about the stability of URIs by some
experts (as it relies on DNS – which itself is not stable).

 Concluding the meeting, ML, AP and PA agree on looking into more detail how
the conceptual model can represent a couple of concrete use cases such as
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place of birth.

Decisions

 Coordinates concept is kept in the model.

Action Items Responsible Deadline

ML, AP and PA to collaborate on a number of concrete
use cases for the conceptual model in the context of
Core Person (place of birth, country of birth) and Core
Business (registered address)

PA 05/01

Documentation

 Conceptual model

9. Core Location – Date of next meeting

Discussion

 The Task Force chairs propose to organise the next meeting on 5 January 2012.
No one objects.

Decisions

 The next meeting will be held on 5 January 2012.


