IDESG taxonomy AHG 
Meeting Notes 6-13-2013

Attendees
· Adam Madlin
· Seetharama Durbha (Cable Labs)
· Bryan Russell
· Chan Lim
· Dave Brown (Intel)
· David Turner
· Eric Krum (Mitre)
· Gordon Springer
· Larry Marks
· Sri Krishnamarachi
· Terry Schwarzhoff (NIST)
· Win Baylies
· Kennie Kwong
· John Kincaide (Intel)
· Robert Faron (USCIS - Verification)
· Bev Corwin
· Ann Racuya-Robbins
· Sal D'Angostina

Adam's remarks:
We've been talking process for some time, want to come to closure on that. Adam will send out a document early next week - recent sessions have been much about process but not terminology. Adam is committed to communicating with the workgroup before next call regarding the overall process and how we'll get there.
Will discussed the four terms we've already agreed on and move past those.
Win agrees with the approach, mentions that Cathy's use case lifecycle might be applicable.  Terry suggests we focus on the taxonomy for this call.  Terry was not on the taxonomy call last week, not sure why the group moved to revisit the definition of identity when there was general consensus before.  Is there consideration on going back to what we did before.  Adam - will log and respond to that question.
Other questions?
Bryan Russell wants to make sure that we circle around because we didn't determine last week what governing structure we're going to work under.  Adam agrees, and looks forward to documenting that as reference for the group.  Have had a lot of dialog but have not driven it to closure.  Adam agrees that it has not been fully resolved.  Bryan reiterates we need to know what rules we're working under.
Scott confirmed he is taking notes.  
Scott Shorter mentioned that in prior notes Bryan had observed that we had determined a definition of identity in the prior meeting.  Bryan clarified that he also said that he didn't care for the definition and that it was not working with other terms being defined.  (Scott will update last weeks notes to reflect that)
Adam - seeking to bring closure to the first four terms.  Not intending to open it for conversation.

Attribute "a named quality or characteristic that is claimed to be inherent in or ascribed to something or something"
Authentication "a process of verification of an attribute, or a set of attributes, in order to obtain statistically acceptable assurance in a claimed identity.
Bryan agreed with the authentication definition based on the understanding of revisiting identity.

Credential "an object or data structure that authoritatively binds to a token possessed and controlled by a subscriber.
Kenny - why is it important to say bind to a token?  Why does it not bind to an identity?
Kenny asks what happens when there's no token?
Terry - not sure why we took identity out. If we have to revisit identity, so be it, but it doesn't make sense to remove identity.
Bryan - to confirm, it's not my approach.
Seetharama - we're using token without having defined it, not clear what we mean by token.  Adam moves forward to token - "something that the claimant possesses and controls that is used to authenticate the claimants’ identity"
Gordon - the token is obtained as a function of the authentication process. 
Kennie - what happens if there is no password?
Scott points out that token definition includes token.
Kennie asks what credential do you present?
Seetharama says token is something credential provider produces to say that someone is successfully authenticated.
Scott - explained three senses of token that he's heard - physical token, proof of authentication, physical/logical token.
Sal mentions authorization token.
Kennie asks if we can add attribute to token, but what we care about is an identity token.
Scott proposes keeping token as is, adding physically token, logical token, and a work for what Gordon and Seetharama are using.
Sal suggests removing "possession"
Terry doesn't agree with removing possession from the 
Bryan states he needs to control it to use it.
Sal confirms the Claimant is using the token in some way or form.  Sal withdraws the comment.

Back to Credential - 
Kennie's question - token is a special case.  There may or may not be one involved when presenting credential. Consider username and password - could define it as token.
Scott explained SP 800-63 terms.
Kennie points out that colloquial use of credential doesn't match the NIST 800-63.
Scott asks if another question would be better.
Kennie - suggests that it binds to identity instead.
Sal points out authoritative is troublesome, considering self-issued certificates 
Kennie doesn't always believe there's going to be a token during authentication.
Seetharama points out the credential is for verifying the identity.
Sal - establish a credential to a level of confidence and is bound in its reuse at a similar level. Useful to retain token.
Kennie - sanity check - username and password, consider RSA token involved.
Scott proposes that physical vs logical token may help to clarify.
Scott also suggests that adding terms to identity e.g. pseudonymous identifier, etc, to make it completely clear that "identity" doesn't imply that it gives a legal name, thus preserving privacy and pseudonymity functions.
Sal - credential is more of a claim from an individual or organization.
Adam suggests locking in token, moving to identity.

Identity - a set of attributes that uniquely describe a person within a given context
    - one or more attributes that allows an entity or entities to be sufficiently distinguished in context
Seetharama - strongly prefers the 2nd term, Adam changes person to entity.
Seetharama suggests changing "describes" to "distinguished"
Sal suggests removing "uniquely"
Kennie - disagree
Sal  "is distinct" different than "unique".
Sal suggests that one of the attributes will be an identifier.
Sal mentions source is ITU-T X.1252
Adam proposes A SET OF ATTRIBUTES THAT UNIQUELY DISTINGUISHES AN ENTITY IN CONTEXT
Any disagreements?
Larry Marks - we have to define entity.  Adam shows we have a plan for that.
Sal - the ITU-T document has an entity definition.
Kennie suggests a parenthical after entity, after discussion this was deferred.
Discussion of authoritative.
Seetharama wants credential to prove the ownership of an identity.
Sal - "binds an entity to a claimed identity"
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