IDESG Standards Coordination Committee (SCC)

Comments on SAP v1d2 {COMBINED 0515}
1Type of comment:  ge = general  te = technical   ed = editorial

NOTE: Reviewer to complete columns 1-6. Editor to complete column 7.

Dispositions.  One of the following dispositions shall be indicated:

· Accept.  The comment is accepted as written and will be incorporated.

· Partial accept. The comment is accepted in principle, but with modifications (as indicated).

· Reject.  The comment is not accepted and will not be incorporated.  Rationale should be provided, but is not strictly required.

· Noted.  The point is taken, but is not actionable.

· Defer.  The comment is valid, but is not to be acted upon in the current revision.

· Discuss.  This only applies to proposed dispositions (not final/approved dispositions) and indicates that the group should discuss and decide on one of the above dispositions.

	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
	1.x
	LN 20
	
	
	1.(X) Affordable Standards
	Partial accept.  Moved to 4.1.1.

	ARR
	1.x
	LN 21
	
	
	1.(X) Relevant Standards 
	Partial accept.  Moved to 4.1.1.

	SdA
	1.1
	LN 58
	
	<asks about including "adoption">
	
	Noted.  See next comment.

	SdA
	1.1
	LN 63
	
	<asks whether the Adoption Process still makes sense if we do not assume an IDESG Trustmark program>
	
	Noted.  This is a direct lift from the RoA.  Recommend that the SCC discuss this for possible raising to the MC.

	ARR
	1.1
	LN 85
	
	insert
	It is the role of the Plenary to approve and adopt proposals for the standards.  
	Partially accept.  Replace first sentence with :

The IDESG Plenary will review, recommend, approve and adopt …

	JBC
	1.2
	at Line 96
	ge
	The new proposed last sentence of paragraph 1 suggests that the National Strategy favored Open Source tech.   Better to reference the NSTIC tenet:  "cost-effective and easy to use"-- which it does not apparently even mention.
	... on the voluntary participation and widely available, cost‐effective methodologies.. 
	Accept.
Note – revisit bracketed last sentence in next round.

	JBC
	1.3
	at L 123
	ed
	"Corpus" seems a bit stuffy, and "adopted" implies more than "approved".
	The corpus set of open standards approvedadopted
	Accept.

	ARR
	1.2
	LN 122
	
	Insert
	The purpose of an "affordable standards" criteria within the IDESG system is to fulfill the NSTIC Guiding Principle #4  “Identity solutions must also bridge the ‘digital divide’; they must be available to all individuals, and they must be accessible to the disadvantaged and disabled.” AND 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 include royalty free, GNU or General Public License and/or other forms of licensing innovations.

Affordability has many facets. An affordability criteria will require its own Evaluation Methodology to order and guide the development and understanding of its dimensions and allow for the good decision making.  Such an Evaluation Methodology will include aspects of affordability in terms of:

· Participating in the development of the Standards themselves

· Cost obtaining copies of the Standards

· implementation of the Standards

· timeline and cost of certification conformance

· encouraging affordable very-secure standards
· the creation of standards development entities themselves
· trustmarks and other kinds of certifications 
· no royalties or liscening fees except on an unusual basis
· encouraging the driving-down of standards development costs including travel and fees

· certification testing
The requirement of open accessibility to newcomers, can be addressed by the affordability criteria.

To encourage scalability affordable standards will not as a general rule charge royalties or licensing fees. 


	Partial accept.  

Move to Section 4.1.1 as a 5th criteria.
See alternative text proposed by the Editorial Team.


	ARR
	New 1.4
	Ln 132
	
	Insert 1.3(x)After LN 132
	The purpose of the Relevance Standards is to evaluate if a Standard is conformant with the NSTIC Guiding Principles. 
	Partial accept.
Address in 3.2.3, adding to last sentence: “as well as consistency with NSTIC guiding principles”

	JBC
	1.4
	at L 134
	te
	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.'
	In the course of its work, the IDESG will create and adopt many documents to serve its many purposes and activities. Some of these documents may be incorporated into, or be sanctioned as authoritative guidance, within IDESG's will become part of the Identity Ecosystem  Framework. In this document, the word "specification" generally refers to a specific data

structure which is defined by a document. That may include markup languages, code, methodologies, APIs, policy guidance or other recommended behaviors; and my come from a single source or a group, and from industry, academic or governmental sectors or combinations

of them.

Whatever their merit, not all specifications are standards. The word "standard" implies a higher

degree of specificity and testability. However, although beneficial, not all of these documents

are “standards” per se.  According to the International Organization for Standardization (ISO): ...
	Accept.

	SdA
	1.4
	LN 141
	ge
	<asks if this is also an evaluation methodology>
	
	Noted.

	ARR
	1.4
	LN 143
	te
	Insert after “open”
	, “affordable standard” and Relevant Standards 
	Reject. Covered under “suitable for IDESG adoption” with details addressed in later sections.

	ARR
	1.4
	LN 144
	ed
	Strike
	[Also, note comments about ‘affordable

Standards’ and ‘conformant to the Guiding Principles’ in Section 4.]
	Accept.

	ARR
	2.1
	LN 155
	te
	Insert after within
	and by individuals, 
	Accept.

	ARR
	2.1
	LN 160
	te
	Insert after independent 
	Individual hosts and 
	Reject.  Individuals do not develop standards.

	ARR
	2.2
	LN 164
	te
	Insert after open
	, affordable, relevant and 
	Partial accept.  Change to read “open and affordable standards…”

	ARR
	2.2
	LN 165
	te
	Insert after “that”
	Individuals and entrepreneurs and SDOs
	Reject.  Individuals and entrepreneurs participate in SDOs but are not SDOs.

	ARR
	2.2
	LN 170 
	te
	Insert after “an”
	Individual’s, entrepreneur’s or 
	Partial accept.  Remove “by stakeholders”

	JBC 
	2.2
	at L 164
	te
	Insert some reference to economic availability.>  Note this sentence asserts what the National Strategy says 
	... based on open, cost‐effective, and widely available
	Reject.  Covered under above change.

	ARR
	2.2
	LN 173
	te
	Insert after “open standard”
	“affordable standard” and “relevant standard”
	Partial accept.  Remove all after “appropriateness”.

	ARR
	2.2
	LN 174
	te
	Insert after “with”
	Individuals, entrepreneurs and SDO’s
	Reject.  See above and not relevant to this paragraph.

	ARR
	2.2
	LN 174
	te
	Insert after “open standards”
	“affordable standards, and “relevant standards”
	Partial accept.  Remove “open standards”

	ARR
	2.3
	LN 180
	ed
	Strike “That”
	
	Accept.

	ARR
	2.3
	LN 180
	
	Insert after “openness”
	“affordability”, and “relevance”
	Partial accept.  Replace “openness” with “These qualities”

	ARR
	2.3
	LN 182
	ed
	
	Strike “That”
	Accept.

	ARR
	2.3
	LN 182
	ed
	
	Insert “Those qualities are”
	Partial accept.  Use “These qualities are”

	ARR
	2.3
	LN 191
	te
	Insert after “open standard”
	“an “affordable standard” and a “relevant” standard”
	Reject.  Overkill.  Point will be made by inclusion in criteria, not by overuse within text.

	ARR
	2.5
	LN 201
	te
	Insert after “liaising with”
	“Individuals, Entrepreneurs, and SDOs”
	Reject.  See above.

	ARR
	2.5
	LN 201
	ed
	
	Strike “shall go through the MC liaison approval process.”
	Reject.  We are bound by and are acknowledging this requirement.
Note – spell out Management Council (MC).

	ARR
	2.5
	LN 202
	ed
	
	Strike “Day-to-day
	Accept.

	ARR
	2.5
	LN 202
	te
	Insert after “with”
	“Individuals, Entrepreneurs, and SDOs”
	Reject. See above.

	ARR
	2.5
	LN 204
	te
	
	Strike from “particularly to end of line 205
	Accept.

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

“will be referred to the SCC”
	Reject.  OBE (see above).

	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 IdentityEcosystem 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).
	Accept.

	JBC 
	2.5
	at L 207
	ed
	"MC liaison approval process" is an opaque description
	Liaison relationships will be initiated as

needed, as provided by the Management Council'sand shall go through the MC ...
	Reject.  Already addressed above.

	JBC 
	2.5
	at L 215
	ed
	explains the word 'advised'
	... committee initiates a relationship, that IDESG committee may elect to serve as the primary point of contact, but keep will be advised to the SCC advised.
	Reject. OBE.

	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 …”
	Accept.

	JBC
	3.1 (2.6)
	at L 213, 216
	ed
	Section numbering error fixed
	(Add number 3.1 to "Process Flow" header)
	Reject. OBE.

	ARR
	3.1
	LN 217
	ed
	
	Strike “owning”
	Accept.

	ARR
	3.1
	LN 217
	te
	Insert after “gaps to the”
	“Individual, entrepreneur or
	Reject.  See above.

	ARR
	3.1
	LN 218
	te
	Insert after “project”
	“by the individual, entrepreneur or”
	Reject.  See above.

	ARR
	Page 10 
	Fig 1
	te
	Insert individual, entrepreneur throughout
	
	Reject.  See above.

	JBC
	3.1
	at L 220
	ge
	Explain who 'identifies" standards as "relevant"
	As candidate standards for examination are identified as relevant for consideration, by an IDESG committee or liaison , they will be queued
	Partial Accept.  Replace “liaison” with “stakeholder”

	ARR
	3.1.1
	LN 244
	
	Insert after “addressed by”
	“individuals, entrepreneurs or”
	Reject.  See above.

	JAH
	3.1.1
	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.”
	Reject.  Retain latitude for methods of soliciting inputs.

	ARR
	3.1.1
	LN 251
	
	Insert after “understood,”
	“an individual, entrepreneur or”
	Reject.  See above.

	ARR
	3.1.1
	LN 254
	te
	Strike SDO
	Insert either “Standards Development Entity”? Or “Individual, Entrepreneur or” 
	Reject.  See above.

	ARR
	3.1.2
	LN 254
	te
	Insert after “suitable”
	Individual, Entrepreneur or”
	Reject.  See above.

	ARR
	3.1.2
	LN 255
	te
	Insert before “SDO’s”
	“Individual/s, Entrepreneur/s or”
	Reject.  See above.

	ARR
	3.1.2
	LN 259
	te
	
	Insert  “Criteria for Affordability as described in Section4”

“Criteria for Relevance as described in Section4”
	Partial accept.  Add to 2nd bullet (line 258) “openness and affordability”

	JBC 
	3.1.2
	at L 261
	te
	IDESG may, but perhaps will not always, select a single SDO.  Revised to leave open the possibility of an open call to multiple sources
	Once a standards project proposal has been drafted, IDESG may wish to

identify a suitable SDO must be selected to take on and host that project, or issue an open call for standards projects to fulfill the identified needs. When a selective request is made, SDO’s shall be selected based on: ...
	Accept.

	ARR
	3.1.2
	LN 261
	
	Insert before “SDO”
	“Individual/s, Entrepreneur/s or”
	Reject.  See above.

	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”
	Partial accept.  “to or by “

	ARR
	3.1.2
	LN 263
	
	Insert before “SDO”
	“Individual, entrepreneur or
	Reject.  See above.

	ARR
	3.1.2
	LN 264
	
	Insert before “SDO”
	“Individual, entrepreneur or
	Reject.  See above.

	ARR
	3.1.2
	LN 266
	te
	Insert before “SDO”
	“Individual, entrepreneur or
	Reject.  See above.

	ARR
	3.1.2
	LN 270
	te
	Insert before “SDO”
	“Individual, entrepreneur or
	Reject.  See above.

	ARR
	3.1.2
	LN 272
	te
	Insert before “SDO”
	“Individual, entrepreneur or
	Reject.  See above.

	ARR
	Page 12
	Fig 2
	te
	
	Insert into life cycle “Individual, entrepreneur or” before SDO
	Reject.  See above.

	JBC
	3.1.2
	at L 285
	ge
	Text suggests that no selected SDO will already be a member or have a liaison
	Once selected, if an SDO is neither a member of IDESG nor has if a formal liaison relationship with has not already been established between the IDESG and the SDO, ...
	Accept.

	ARR
	3.2
	LN 295
	
	Insert before “SDO”
	“Individual, entrepreneur or”
	Reject.  See above.

	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
	Partial accept.

Insert after “described below”: “before plenary approval” and remove next sentence.

	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”.
	Partial accept.

Address in 3.2.3, adding to last sentence: “as well as consistency with NSTIC guiding principles and IDESG’s value proposition.”

	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.”
	Partial accept.
Add paragraph to end of 3.1.1 stating:

“If multiple gaps are identified in the same timeframe, the SCC shall prioritize the processing of those gaps in accordance with the current needs of the identity ecosystem framework and consistent with the principles contained in this document.”



	CT
	3.2.4
	Line 308
	ed
	References removed section
	Remove “, as described in Section (4c) “Implementation.””
	Accept.

	JBC  
	3.2.2.
	at L. 293
	ed
	Added a pointer back to the SDO-selecting process  
	... revisions to existing standards, for alignment with IDESG requirements. (See Section 3.1.1.) SCC ...
	Accept.

	JBC  
	3.2.4.
	at L 327
	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.  (I did not add 'relevance' here because I don't think that's the SCC's job .)
	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 open attributes (including its availability and any IPR issues) and its satisfaction of the Adoption Criteria. The results of that review and open feedback process will be compiled into a report provided by the SCC to the IDESG Plenary, as described in Section (4c) "Implementation.
	Accept.

	ARR
	3.3.1
	LN 324
	te
	Insert after “open”
	“affordable”, and “relevant standards suitable”
	Withdrawn.

	ARR
	3.3.1
	LN 324
	te
	Insert after “revelant”
	“Individual, entrepreneur or”
	Partial accept.
Change 4.1.1, bullet 1 to read:

“anyone reasonably can participate.”

	ARR
	3.3.1
	LN 332
	ed
	Strike “owning”
	
	Accept.  Change “owning” to “respective”

	ARR
	3.3.1
	LN 330
	te
	Insert after “for the”
	“Individual, entrepreneur or”
	Withdrawn. 

	ARR
	3.3.1
	LN 330
	te
	Insert after “maintenance of”
	“Individual, entrepreneur or
	Withdrawn. 

	ARR
	3.3.2
	LN 333
	te
	Insert after “relevant”
	“Individual, entrepreneur or
	Withdrawn. 

	ARR
	3.3.3
	LN 339
	te
	Insert before “SDO’s”
	“Individual, entrepreneur or
	Withdrawn. 

	ARR
	3.3.3
	LN 339
	te
	Insert before “SDOs”
	“Individual, entrepreneur or
	Withdrawn. 

	ARR
	3.3.3
	LN 345
	te
	Strike “such as de jure to the end of the sentence,”
	
	Withdrawn.

	ARR
	3.3.3
	LN 347
	te
	Insert before “SDO’s”
	“Individual, entrepreneur or
	Withdrawn.

	JBC
	3.3.3
	at L 366
	ge
	Text suggests that no selected SDO will already be a member or have a liaison
	SDO’s will establish or maintain liaison relationships with ...
	Accept.

	ARR
	4.1.1
	LN 366
	te
	Insert after “exclusionary.”
	The “affordable” standard evaluation methodology will be used to evaluate appropriateness of participation fees.
	Withdrawn. 

	ARR
	4.1.1
	LN 369
	te
	Insert new bullet
	The “affordable” standard evaluation methodology will be used to evaluate fairness and due process and reliability of transparency rules.
	Withdrawn. 

	ARR
	4.1.1
	LN 377
	te
	Insert before “Some”
	Affordability of published standards will be guided by the affordability standards evaluation methodology. As will availability of draft material and trial editions 
	Withdrawn. 

	ARR
	Page 14
	
	te
	Strike bullet 2 and 3
	
	Withdrawn.

	ARR
	4.1.1
	LN 401
	ed
	Insert before “can”
	Insert “should”
	Partial Accept.  Replace rather than insert before (grammar) to read “should usually be”

	ARR
	4.1.1
	LN 402
	ed
	
	Strike “open”
	Accept.

	ARR
	4.1.2
	LN 433
	te
	Strike from “Some
	Insert the SCC’s preference for royalty-free, freely-available or open source standards in order to support wide implementation and access will be further spelled out in the affordability evaluation methodology. 
	Withdrawn.

	ARR
	4.1.2
	LN 438
	te
	
	Insert after ”stakeholders” will be further monitored and guided out in the affordability evaluation methodology.
	Withdrawn. 

	ARR
	4.1.2
	LN 442
	
	Insert after “cases.”
	Insert “will be further monitored and guided out in the affordability evaluation methodology.
	Withdrawn. 

	JBC
	4.1
	at L 432
	ge 
	Affordability already is mentioned in the principles "Participatory Openness" and "Transparency", and "IPR."  This proposes to add words to the latter one.  (See also the attached annotated excerpt.)
	(Add language to the second bullet point under "Intellectual property rules "):

o Outputs that are only available on extraordinarily‐limited license terms

may not serve the goals of a broadly implementable standard. Some

governments take this issue further, and express a preference for royalty 
free, freely‐available or open source standards in order to support wide implementation and access.  Standards with disproportionately expensive usage fees or royalty requirements are unlikely to promote a widely-useable ecosystem.
	Accept.

	JBC
	4.2
	at L 462
	ed
	Section header isn't self-explanatory, so added words explaining what a "special" case is.
	. 4.2 Special Requirements for Early- Stage Technologies
	Accept.

	ARR
	4.2
	LN 516
	te
	Insert new bullet
	Insert “Successful completion of the Affordability Evaluation Methodology”
	Withdrawn.

	ARR
	4.2
	LN 517
	te
	Insert new bullet
	Insert “Successful completion of the Relevance Criteria”
	Withdrawn.

	SCC
	
	
	ge
	What is the role of the SCC in emerging standards (i.e., review & comment)
	
	Reject.  SCC operational issue.

	SCC
	
	
	te
	Do we need to define “Standard” and “SDO” in the SAP?
	
	Partial accept.  Change SDO to “Standards Developer” throughout.

	CT
	4.1.1 & 4.1.2
	356 & 405
	ed
	“Deliverables” does not seem appropriate in this context.
	Change “deliverables” to “characteristics”
	Accept.

	ARR
	4.2
	
	Te
	
	Add to end: “This Standards Adoption Policy should be reviewed and refreshed by the SCC as needed and sent through MC review and Plenary adoption periodically or at a minimum every ___ years.”
	Accept.
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