Blockchain PSIG Call Notes
19 December 2019
Attendees
· Mike Bennett
· Rob Nehmer
· Robert Rencher
Agenda
1. Summary and feedback from last week’s OMG Quarterly Meetings (BC-PSIG and joint meetings with MARS PTF)
1. IOTA Standards proposals status and next steps
1. And updates from the IOTA development ecosystem
1. Blockchain Interoperability RFI status and next steps
2. Including a webinar planned for late January
1. Definitions for FDTF – Blockchain, DLT
1. Any Other Business
1. Next Meeting

Meeting Notes
1. OMG Quarterly Meeting Feedback
MB went over the Blockchain PSIG agenda to describe how things went. Comments on specific items in the sections that follow. 
I3 Demo at Quarterly Meeting
Mb described the demo put on by the I3 Consortium, demonstrating practical implementations fo IOTA. This included robot vehicles running along a simulated section of the I5 (the main noerth-south freeway on the US West Coast); the vehicles were responding to information from electrical recharging stations on the actual I5 in real time. 
Other features included sensors on the vehicles for CO2 and other gas levels, with this data being made available to the marketplace via the IOTA Tangle. 
Q: Why DLT for this? 
· Data marketplace
· IOTA specifically: nano-payments
Comments (RN):
· Economists should be interested in this as a new thing; accountants should want to know how to account for these things – once it becomes revenue it has to be reported e.g. to the tax authorities. Likewise need for audit for any SEC-listed company, or if there is lending to support the venture
· More likely to have accounting application with non-Blockchain technologies, but DLTs writ large. Older ones like Ethereum less relevant.
2. IOTA Standards Proposals Status
LETS RFP (IOTA MAM)
No new developments at the Quarterly Meeting. 
Most of the work on this continues to be in the Google Docs and these meetings. 
We hope to be able to prepare a formal RFP on this for the March meeting. 
“Event Dispatcher” RFP (IOTA EEE)
Valuable feedback at MARS on pre-existing OMG standards. Outcome was that we should progress a new RFP with reference to the 2004 OMG Specification that this work effectively extends. 
Note at Quarterly Meeting that name for this is not yet agreed upon. There was some confusion in the Friday plenary as to whether this was an RFP about ‘events’ in the more dictionary sense of the term (it is not!).
We hope to be able to prepare a formal RFP on this for the March meeting. 
IOTA Tangle
The main updates at MARS / Blockchain PSG Quarterly Meeting was with the addition and refactoring of conformance points to reflect the ongoing Coordicide related changes. 
Note that in the last day or so, IOTA has released information on a new Node called Hornet. This is a more lightweight (compiled not interpreted) IP-based node. 
This means there are now 3 distinct Mode implementations that conform to the de facto standard that this RFC is intended to reflect. Work continues to try to capture from IOTA Devs what are the things they know that a Node application has to do or not do in order to be conformant. 
3. Blockchain Interoperability RFI
MB continues to follow up with previous participants about responding to the RFI. 
No responses have been received to date, but realistically we would expect these at the last minute. This makes it hard to identify actions to do in case there are not sufficient responses. 
Boeing continues to work on a response, which we can be confident of receiving. 
New: RFI Webinar
The OMG publicity folks recommended that we put on a webinar to promote more interest in and responses to the RFI. This is set and announced for 22 January (11am Eastern Time). 
Given that a webinar needs one month lead time, and given the current RFI deadline of 01 February, this could only happen on a given week in January and couple only be finalized and publicized this week. 
Comments
The date of 22 Jan gives only a week for people to respond. 
People will wait until the webinar before committing to respond, if they have not already heard and planned to respond. Even those who had already planned to respond might also put this off. 
Q: Is there a mechanism for postponing? 
MB to find out e.g. whether we can have a vote on one of these calls, what the notice period is, how the quorum is determined. Likewise for an email vote. 
The sense of this meeting is we should aim to postpone in light of the webinar. 
Consensus: Aim for March 01 as new RFI responses deadline. 
This gives us 3 weeks to digest the responses. 
MB: That is reasonable. We will still be digesting the responses at the QM in later March, in the joint meeting with MARS. 
Proposal: At the webinar we can also set it up to collect information from participants, along the lines of the RFI, without needing full formal responses, but gleaning information from people who might not otherwise respond to the RFI – for example as a survey in the webinar or a link to a SurveyMonkey survey. 
Also see if the webinar facility used by OMG has survey capabilities. 
4. Vocabulary for FDTF
The FDTF Wednesday meeting worked on some definitions that Lars Toomre felt needed to be agreed upon formally by the FDTF for other work e.g. in government and regulatory activities. One of these was the word ‘Blockchain’. The FDTF meeting was not quorate and so any formal voting on these definitions will be by email vote. 
MB responded at that meeting that the term ‘Blockchain’ should come from the Blockchain PSIG, along with the related term Distributed Ledger Technology (which was not on Lars’s list). 
We need a definition for Blockchain from this PSIG. 
Discussion
There remains a difference of opinion as to whether the word Blockchain is used to apply to the whole class of DLT or (as IOTA and others have it), does not include the DAG based ones. 
Suggested perspective (RN): That is, does the word refer to implementation to all of Nakamoto or any use of some of Nakamoto. 
One concern was whether some sub-set of what Blockchain/DLT involves might just be distributed databases (per 1990s Lotus Notes etc. or even today’s distribution of local / remote data in mobile apps) and still be described or marketed unhelpfully as Blockchain. That is, we cannot support Blockchain simply becoming meaningless or meaning whatever people want it to mean. 
R3/CORDA – the ‘Blockchain Menu’ sets out around 7 features of Nakamoto that other DLT initiatives may select to use, not use or adapt. 
Proposal: Support at least a partial reference to the R3/CORDA menu, so it makes it clear what Blockchain can mean without saying which parts you need to select for it to be blockchain. Maybe a sub-set that still has some cryptographic element – or maybe there is already something of the menu that eliminates non-DLT things like distributed databases. 
We could even respond to say that there is a marketing definition which is inclusive and a technical definition which is exclusive. 
The technical definition – would be hard to get one that would include all the technologies that we would want to include (assuming this would exclude DAG based DLTs). 
Action: 
· Put this on the agenda for a specific meeting in 2020;
· Find the R3/CORDA ‘Blockchain Menu’ and present it there
· See if use of ‘any one item’ excludes non DLT-like things (e.g. distributed databases)
5. Any Other Business?
No.
6. Next Meeting
No meetings 26 December or 2 January (the latter is also a public holiday in several jurisdictions).
Next meeting 9 January.
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