IDESG Standards Coordination Committee (SCC)
Comments on Standards Adoption Policy draft – Compiled (5/8/14)
1Type of comment:  ge = general  te = technical   ed = editorial

NOTE: Reviewer to complete columns 1-6. Editor to complete column 7.
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7

	Reviewer

	Clause No./
Sub-clause No./
Annex
(e.g. 3.1)
	Paragraph/
Figure/Table/Note
(e.g. Table 1)
	Type of com-ment1
	Comment (justification for change) 
	Proposed change 
	Disposition

	ARR
	1a.1
	(now 1.1)
	
	Add 
	Affordable Standards 

The purpose of an "affordable standards" criterion within the IDESG system is to support and insure the largest base for development and innovations and the largest individual user adoption of NSTIC compliant Certifications  or Trustmarks.  

Affordable Standards means affordable across the economic spectrum from the micro-enterprises to large enterprises. Affordable standards can mean royalty free, GNU or General Public License and/or other forms of licensing innovations.
	

	JBC
	1.2
	at Line 93
	ge
	The new, last sentence of paragraph 1 suggests that the National Strategy  favored Open Source tech -- which it does not apparently even mention.
	Replaced with a reference to 'wide availability' -- which seems like a fair rendering of  the NSTIC tenet:  "cost-effective and easy to use". 
	

	JBC
	1.3
	at L 120
	ge
	"Corpus" seems a bit stuffy, and "adopted" implies more than "approved".
	Reverted this to the v5 language "set of open standards than are approved"
	

	JBC
	1.4
	at L 132
	ge
	What it means for a document to "'become part of" the Framework is vague;  the explanation of the word "specification" was deleted. 
	Reverted this to the v5 language, describing what IDESG does with its documents, and  adding back the meaning of 'specification.'
	

	ARR
	1.4
	Line 143
	
	
	Section (4)? describes the criteria for determining if a document is a standard, if it is an “open standard”, and “affordable”, and “conformant with the NSTIC Guiding Principles” and if it is therefore suitable for IDESG adoption.
	

	ARR
	2.2
	Line 164
	
	IDESG/SCC will work with SDOs for standards availability
	Add after: The National Strategy calls for the identity ecosystems encouraged by the IDESG to be based on open,

cost effective and affordable…
	

	ARR
	2.2
	Line 172
	
	
	Add after:  the Adoption Process will be used to evaluate its appropriateness as an "open, cost effective and affordable, NSTIC Guiding Principles conformant…
	

	ARR
	2.2
	Line 173
	
	
	Add after IDESG also will encourage candidate specifications which have useful functionality in its domain to work with SDOs to become approved as open,  cost effective and affordable, NSTIC Guiding Principles conformant standards.
	

	ARR
	2.5
	Line 202
	
	
	Liaison relationships will be initiated as needed and shall go through the MC liaison approval process.( Why?
	

	CT
	2.5
	Line 205
	
	“will be advised to the SCC” – not sure what that means
	Perhaps change to read:

“will be referred to the SCC”
	

	JBC 
	2.5
	at L 207
	ed
	"MC liaison approval process" is an opaque description
	Reworded to explain the acronym.
	

	CT
	2.6
	Line 206
	te
	We need a policy statement regarding normative reference of standards within other IDESG work products and IDEF elements.
	Add Section 2.6 as follows:

“Only adopted standards will be normatively referenced within official IDESG work products and Identity Ecosystem Framework.

The reason for the IDESG instituting a formal process for adopting standards is to ensure their suitability for inclusion in the Identity Ecosystem Framework (IDEF).  Therefore, any standard so included should have been reviewed and approved for adoption before being normatively referenced within elements of that IDEF.  Standards cited in draft work products intended for inclusion within the IDEF should be nominated while the document/work product is in draft form so that it will be found in the registry at the time of work product submission for approval.  Note that this does not apply to references to documents or content that are not standards (i.e., they are specifications or other useful documents but which are not standards).
	

	JBC
	3.1 (2.6)
	at L 213, 216
	ed
	Section numbering error fixed
	
	

	CT
	3.1
	Line 213
	
	Committees may nominate a particular standard or may provide the SCC with standards requirements which it will use to try to identify an existing standard or identify a gap.
	Change sentence to read:

“… (a) IDESG's inventory efforts (described below), (b) substantive IDESG committees (such as the Security Committee) who identify standards requirements or propose one or more specific candidates for review …”
	

	ARR
	3.1
	Line 220
	
	
	Add after: As candidate standards for examination are identified as relevant (meaning, open, affordable, NSTIC conformant),
	

	JAH
	3.1
	Line 245
	ge
	Not sure what is meant by “a solicitation process”. Theoretically assumption if an SDO owns a standards with identity-related gaps that SDO should have first right of refusal to assume the proposal for a standard/gap project to remedy the gap.
	Maybe add see 3.1.2 SDO Selection to provide a clear path in explaining a “solicitation process.”
	

	ARR
	3.1.2
	Line 258
	
	SDO Selection
	Add after 
· Criteria for openness, affordability, NSTIC Guiding Principles conformant  as describe in Section 4
	

	JBC 
	3.1.2
	at L 261
	ge
	IDESG may, but perhaps will not always, select a single SDO
	Revised to leave open the possibility of an open call to multiple sources
	

	JAH
	3.1.2
	Line 263
	ge
	Shouldn’t SCC be allowed to nominate SDO as well
	Nominations will be made to the SCC Add “and by the SCC”
	

	JBC
	3.1.2
	at L 278
	ge
	Text suggests that no selected SDO will already be a member or have a liaison
	Fixed
	

	JBC  
	3.2.2.
	at L. 306
	ed
	
	Added a pointed back to the SDO-selecting process
	

	JAH
	3.2.3
	Lines 300-302
	ed
	This statement should not be a part of Standards Nomination
	When a candidate standard is proposed for use in an IDESG-endorsed process, by an IDESG committee or SCC standards nomination (from its gap analysis review), then it is flagged for official review as described below. Move to 3.2.4 Standards Review
	

	JAH
	3.2.3
	Lines 302-303
	ed
	This statement should not be part of Standards nomination
	The Plenary's approval process should include a step in which the Adoption Process is invoked and applied.  Move to 3.2.6 Approval and Adoption
	

	JAH
	3.2.3
	Lines 305
	ed
	Like Use Cases, Standards should support a business case for IDESG
	Maybe include “support a IDESG Business Case”.
	

	JAH
	3.2.3
	Line 306
	te
	Who may nominate a standard, or if a standard proposal requires fast tracking a standard proposal should be a part of the nomination process. An example is the recent proposal for a standard on performance metrics for knowledge based authentication (KBA) for remote identity proofing
	Please add “IDESG committee, SCC, or any member may nominate a standard for adoption. SCC may accept for consideration a standard that may require fast tracking through the standards life cycle adoption process. A standard considered for adoption expedition must meet Standards Adoption Criteria.”
	

	ARR
	3.2.4
	Line 308
	
	Standards Review
	Standards Review:  SCC will review each nominated candidate standard, against the Standards Adoption Criteria, and post a notice to the IDESG community inviting feedback on the candidate standard's relevance attributes (including IPR issues).
	

	CT
	3.2.4
	Line 312
	
	References removed section
	Remove “, as described in Section (4c) “Implementation.””
	

	JBC  
	3.2.4.
	at L 320
	ge
	Text describes the SCC review process, but perhaps not well
	Added a reference to 'availability', making a reference to Ann R's point, and states explicitly that the review orchestrated by the SCC is based on the Criteria
	

	JBC
	3.3.3
	at L 358
	ge
	Text suggests that no selected SDO will already be a member or have a liaison
	Fixed
	

	JBC
	4.2
	at L 462
	eg
	Section header isn't too clear
	Added text explaining what a "special" case is.
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