IDESG Taxonomy Ad Hoc Group Meeting 2013-06-06
DRAFT Notes
1.  Roll Call
· Cathy Tilton
· Bryan Russell
· Gordon Springer
· John Stearns
· Sal D'Agostino
· Ann Racuya-Robbins
· Bev Corwin
· Seetharama Durbha
· Teresa Schwarzhoff
· Win Baylies
· Adam Madlin joined later.
· Scott Shorter (note taker)
2.  Review Agenda
3.  Discuss organizational topics
3.1  Regular schedule
CT: Terminology group will be meeting for an hour weekly, standards and security have each given up a half-hour of their time.  This may change down the road.
3.2  Charter
CT: A question came up last week on whose charter we operate under on the AHG.  Right now this task is in the standards committee charter.  Adam Madlin and Cathy Tilton propose that we work under the provisions of the ROA, which define the things we need to worry about WRT meeting participation, consensus, quorum etc.  Would this group be happy with using the ROA instead of using a committee charter?
Bryan Russell suggests that it should be under one of the charters because the effort is being led by the committees. The authority for the ROA is the plenary, we should operate under the rules of the committees that created the group.
CT points out that the standards charter has been updated to reflect the ROA, although the security charter has some differences from before the ROA.  CT asks for support for Bryan's position.  Note that there's a difference between "what are you a subgroup of" and "what rules are you using".
Gordon Springer suggests we should be consistent with the organization and the overall ID ecosystem.
Ann asks Bryan what different it would make.  Bryan said there would be difference in how we meet quorum, especially depending on which charter were selected.
CT provides some information - next bullet is the decision making process.  She emphasized that we should really shoot for consensus, we are trying not to vote on anything except as a last resort only.
CT mentions that Steve Mednick has identified an internal conflict in the ROA, one place it says that a committee with an approved charter may decide how to make decisions, whereas we didn't seem to have such latitude in another place.  The security committee thus may decide it likes the rules despite their discrepancy with the ROA.
When asked, Bryan and Ann indicated they would prefer to operate under the security committee rules because that has been approved.
John Stearns comments that the Standards charter is under ballot, more recent, and in alignment with the ROA.  CT mentions that the SCC charter will be considered on 6-14.
Bev suggests we make a decision today.
John Stearns suggested proceeding with the agenda, this topic should be discussed on the list with possible conclusion by next week.
3.3  Decision making
Not entirely clear how to proceed.
Cathy described an approach (to be updated after review).
3.4  How to move forward
4.  Review Original Agreed Upon Terminology Process for Confirmation – Cathy
Cathy said that early on, we'd discussed different approaches and generally agreed the following:
· For a given concept/term, collect definitions from various sources (NSTIC strategy document, SP 800-63, ISO, ITU-T, NIST, etc.), then in order of preference:	
· First choice is to find an existing definition (that perfectly meets our needs) and adopt it as-is
· 2nd choice is to find an existing definition that 'almost' meets our needs and tweak it
· 3rd choice is to find 2 (or more) definitions, each of which have aspects that we like, and merge them together
· Last choice is to create a new IDESG definition from scratch.
5.  Review First Four Accepted Terms and determine readiness for Submission – Win
REF:  https://www.idecosystem.org/filedepot/folder/66?fid=658 
Win not present.  Cathy presenting.
5.1  Attribute, Authenticate, Credential, Token
Showed that the slides have been modified somewhat, the slides now present a recommended definition and the source definition and source material.
No comments on attribute.
Seetharama brings up the use of the word Identity in the definition of Authentication.  "Attribute or set of attributes,"
CT points out that definitions are made up of other terms, so there are cyclical information. There's been discussion on the lists about digital identity, identity, identifier.  If the question is "can we accept this definition without having agreed to the identity definition"?
John Stearns says that if we don't go forward, we won't get anywhere.  We'll get to "identity" but we can't decline to define "authentication" for that reason.
Bryan Russell points out that "identity" was the first term defined, by majority consensus.  He suggests we go back to that term and get it right.
CT observes two suggestions are out there - proceed with definitions versus go back and redefine "identity" as a core term.
Bev asks for restatement of the issue.
Bryan states that "identity" was defined in prior calls several weeks ago, there was consensus on the call.  Central term in the identity ecosystem, its necessary to get that word correct.
Seetharama does not mean to imply that we have not defined identity, just that it should come first in the slides.
John Stearns - wasn't at the meeting where identity was discussed.  Any of the identity definitions would work with the definition of authentication.  Proceed and define authentication and then revisit identity if needed.
CT points out that identity is an upcoming term to discuss in the slides.
Gordon points out that every definition includes multiple other words in the set we're defining.  
Bev has a question if Bryan or Seetharama have better terms to suggest. If there's not a better term right now then maybe we can proceed.  If another term would work in the definition of authentication then please suggest.
Bryan says we can move forward, asserts that it is possible to authenticate a token but not a identity.
Cathy asks if Bryan is calling for use of the word "entity", and he agrees.
Cathy suggests we finish these, check on identity and then revisit identity.
<Adam Madlin joins>
Sal D'A has a comment on Tokens - this definition is just about authentication but there are also authorization tokens.    Is a role or a group an identity?
CT replies that a token that authenticate as a group.
Gordon points out that identity should be able to different representations
Bev looked up OAuth authentication definition.
Cathy reviews the definition of identity.  Suggests getting away from multiple terms if possible.
Cathy agreed with Bryan that the group agreed upon identity on prior calls, but a lot of emails arrived to demonstrate that there was a lack of consensus.
More or less out of time.  Reminder to use the taxonomy list.
Question from Adam - did we mention that it's out objective to complete a set of term such that we can submit them at the next plenary?
Cathy - no but it's very important that we understand that goal.
5.2  Next Steps on Accepted Terms
6.  Review next term, Identity, in Preparation for discussion at next meeting
7.  Other Business
[bookmark: _GoBack]8.  Adjourn
