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Opening comments
This meeting is a continuation of the August 22 discussion, which focused on concepts of address quality. In particular, the group focused on items presented in the best practices document from workgroup 97 as well as a document provided by Joe Lubenow. It has been suggested by the co-chairs that the workgroup consider forming subgroups to focus on three key areas.

1. Process – This group would focus on the actual process of address level certification. This would include the application of tools and best practices in address quality. 

2. Validation – This group would focus on confirmation of a certified address. 

3. Policy – This group would focus on policy issues at it relates to the various stakeholders identified. 

Comment on Rendition

The August 22 meeting had a lot of discussion pertaining to address rendition and its application within the scope of this workgroup. The issue statement certainly speaks to the importance of address rendition and as such this group needs to acknowledge its importance. It was agreed that the workgroup will focus on the electronic aspects of address quality versus the printed rendition of the address. Our final statement, however, should note the importance of the printed address.

It was noted that PKR (personal knowledge required) mail is often a direct result of rendition. It was further noted that PARS (Postal Automated Redirection System) does not alleviate PKR mail, however, it does improve reducing UAA mail.
Address Quality Credentials

The workgroup continued discussing suggestions provided by Joe Lubenow related to address quality credentials and the suggested use of SHA-1. It was noted that SHA-1 may have international distribution limitations that need to be considered. Furthermore, there are patents pending that relate to the use of SHA-1.

One of the key reasons the group is considering SHA-1 is its use in strong validation. All Required Elements Present (AREP) as presented in workgroup 97 is one method of validation, but could be too weak for an address certification process.

The application of SHA-1 would involve creating a hash value for the industry address and then comparing that to the USPS hash value. The delta or variance between the two would reflect the level of quality.

Formation of Subgroups

The group agreed that subgroups should be formed to work on the three key aspects of address and list certification. The postal and industry co-chairs will meet during the week of September 11 and create formal definitions of these subgroups. Workgroup members will then select one or more subgroup for participation. Meeting dates and times for the subgroups will be sent out with their definition. A workgroup 104 co-chair will be present and involved in each subgroup meeting. 






