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[bookmark: _Toc383433937]Character Sets - Should there be a MP recommendation?
Some funds users want to use non-Basic Latin characters.
Here is some background information on the situation on the SWIFT network
The  ‘General Information volume of the MX User Handbook’ (mxgi.pdf), section 2.5.1 says “The default rule for MX-supported characters and languages is that the user must always use English and Basic Latin, except if a closed user group is set up in which other principles are agreed. This mechanism allows any user to decide whether the user wants to be part of the closed user group or not. It reduces the risk that local languages / character sets are sent by accident to a wrong destination. If the service description of a closed user group does not specify language or character set, then it means that the user must only use English and Basic Latin within that closed user group. If the user must use other characters (for example, Cyrillic), then this must be explicitly mentioned within the service description of that closed user group.”.

SWIFT Interact (as well as the ISO 20022 XML messages) can technically support the full range of characters and so nothing prevents you from having an agreement with your counterpart to use non English and Basic Latin characters … the key thing to be careful about is you must not send non English and Basic Latin characters to a party that cannot process them and, you must have an agreement in place that it’s okay to do so.

Some fine-tuning of the process document and some of the usage guidelines may be required as a result of discussions.

Conclusion
MP rule – basic Latin. With a bilateral arrangement, non-basic Latin can be used.

[bookmark: _Toc383433938]References – not case sensitive? Should there be a MP recommendation?
Background: Question: Is there any recommendation on the usage of lower and upper case in the MX messages? 
In the 10 years (almost) we have been exchanging MX messages, we have never had any problem, but yesterday, while testing with a client, we encountered an issue. The client is using lower and upper case in its order reference. We sent the status message and when referring to the order reference, we put everything is upper case. The client sees this as a mismatch and cannot load the status message.
Conclusion
MP recommendation : references are not to be treated as case sensitive.  STRING and string are to be considered as exactly the same.

[bookmark: _Toc383433939]Feedback on the draft agenda for the London meeting
Five items were discussed:
[1] 	Nadine: as it's almost the 10th anniversary of the Funds SMPG, should we take 15 minutes during the London meeting to actually discuss what can be improved for example during the calls and the meetings?  
It was agree this kind of brain-storming is a good idea and best suited to a physical meeting, but that it would require more than 15 minutes.
[2] 	Andrea:  use of smpg.info …what is the policy now that there is MyStandards? Some of the items on smpg.info may be old. What is the overlap. David: is there some guidance from the Steering Committee?
[3] 	Rainer: MP release cycle  - should we have one. How do we see this? A hot topic in CH. There seems to be a lack of synchronicity between local and global MP.   (Thomas Ruhr could present this as he is present in the London meeting on the 1st two days) 
It was agreed that these above three items could be combined and included on the agenda (less time will be allocated to the corporate action topic).
[4]	Charles:  Fund cash forecast MP – Charles has suggested owing to recent work on market practice for Fund Cash Forecast that this should have a slot in the London agenda. Currently this is marked as a ‘reserve topic’ This is to be handled in a monthly conference call.  
[5] 	Rainer:  Mutual Funds Order Flows + Alternative Funds. CH will be seeking some alignment for some limited ‘basic hedge funds’ functionality to be incorporated in the mutual funds messages. (for example, pre-paid).  This is to be handled in a monthly conference call. 
The agenda is now final and will be circulated very soon.
[bookmark: _Toc383433940]Any Other Business
[1]	CA Matrix
David reports that we have now had  input from :
	CH
	DK
	FR*

	GB
	IT*
	LU

	NO*
	CBL
	ECL



*Need re-reviewing to check MAND/VOLU/CHOS aspects.
Missing is Sweden, Germany.
The most up-to-date spreadsheet is circulated with these minutes for review.
[2]	Andrea: is anything that can be prepared in advance on the London agenda item ‘Extension & Supplementary Data’. 
Janice has already prepared a power-point for this and it will be circulated with the final agenda. 

[bookmark: _GoBack][3]	Andrea: what is being covered in the London agenda item ‘Change Requests for 2014-15 maintenance cycle’.
	The aim of this session is to review any change requests that have already been submitted to ISO for this cycle for the non-order messages. If the conveners intend to submit CRS to ISO but are unable to do this before the London meeting, then please come prepared to give an idea of how many CRs, the MXs impacted and the kinds of changes required. 
	Italy intend to submit CRs for the transfer message set and the account management message set.
SWIFT Standards, on behalf of the group working on the funds cash forecast market practice will submit CRS for the fund cash forecast message set.


[4]	IMPORTANT REQUEST: NOT COVERED IN THE MEETING - REMINDERS
[1]	All conveners, please submit your NMPG updates in writing in advance of the London meeting. The plan is to use the time in London to focus on any questions arising.
[2]	Don’t forget to register for London please!
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