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 JJ 65  te For me it is not clear what exactly is de scope of: 
’practical user guidance’. This is especially relevant for 
the other two layers of the Interoperability Framework 
(format, transmission) . That is where the real 
implementations starts. 

  

 JJ 129-
130 

 ge This suggests a clear hierarchy which may not exist in 
real life: Country and Sector could be Legal as well.  This 
type of information is more a ‘dimensional’  then a 
hierarchical list. Also the main focus of this group should 
be on the common parts and to develop a strategy to 
handle the differences (= country specific, local sector 
specific, company specific etc.). The most helpful 
common focus is: common and (cross country) common 
sector with a split in  ‘legal requirements’  and ‘other’. 

Consider a different structure on two axes: 
• Common (in the sense of common in all 

member states) and common sector (common 
in all member states for a specific industry 
sector) 

• Legal (need to know) and best practice (‘nice 
to have’) 

And incorporate a common approach on handling 
exceptions (in extensions, without extensive 
analysis on where these differences exactly occur) 

 

 JJ 129-
130 

 ge Do the sections contain information on if a data element 
is optional or not?   

  

 JJ 134  ge In what way is sector information relevant to the invoice? 
One could argue that specific sector information should 
not be part of an invoice. Too much sector information 
could obstruct einvocing between sectors.  

  

 JJ 168  ge Over simplifying will result in people using the ‘comments 
section of an invoice’. Systems are generally not good at 
interpreting comments.  
For instance if one omits the option for a delivery date, de 
sender will probably add this information to a comment 
field or name or description in plain text. This date might 

The core section should contain data elements for 
all information relevant for machine processing of 
that data.  
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however be relevant to the receiver. 

 
 


