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TAXONOMY AHG MEETING NOTES for 
Meeting - August 29, 2013

Attendees:
1. Adam Madlin
2. Ann Racuya-Robbins
3. Anthony Nadalin
4. Bev Corwin
5. Bryan Russell
6. Cathy Tilton
7. Christopher Spottiswoode
8. Colin Wallis
9. Eric Krum
10. Glenn Schoonover
11. [bookmark: _GoBack]Jim Fenton
12. Judith Fleenor
13. Kaliya Hamlin
14. Kennie Kwong
15. Mark Wallace
16. Mike Garcia
17. Ray Kimble
18. Robert Faron
19. Sal D'Agostino
20. Terry Schwarzhoff (NIST)

MEETING NOTES (documented by Ray Kimble)
· Walkthrough of the agenda (Adam) and focus on three terms (identifier, authentication, credential)
· Adam reviewed his email that he sent to Bob, Peter, Dazza about the glossary approval process for the next plenary
· ARR noted that Privacy already submitted terms in the PEM that have been approved by the Plenary and alignment should be made with the terms in this AHG. Some sort of review or alignment may be needed 
· Adam reviewed the High Level Taxonomy Process slides
· Called for comments offline
· Eric Krum asked about process for reviewing terms.  Feels Chair has ability to filter and bring to the group what needs to be reviewed. 
· Kaliya brought up focus on “consensus”
· Bryan brought up need to continue to move forward, but minimize need to revisit terms and definitions unless strong exceptions are brought up
· What is your objection? Support the claim. What do others think?
· Authentication:
· Restated current definition: “process or conformation of a claim, identity or identifier based on valid credentials”
· Identifier:  
· Restated current definition: “data used to uniquely identify an entity in context”
· Kennie: replace “identify” with “distinguish or represent”
· Kaliya: clearly distinguish between data we’re clearly doing authentication on and is different than attributes
· Unique 
· Sal: drop “uniquely”
· Colin W: May be an attribute with an assigned value
· mike G: do we need to define this term now?

FOLLOWING MEETING NOTES (completed by Adam Madlin

· Informed the AHG that we are investigating some ways to accelerate progress through improving our processes.  Information will be distributed as soon as it’s available to discuss.

Working on identifier:

IDENTIFIER – Final status completed at this meeting
identifier: data used to uniquely distinguish an entity in context.
   Alternate definitions proposed:
Attribute(s) used to distinguish an identity in context. 
Unique indexing value to an entity in context within a system 
Uniqueness, permanent, ubiquity, availability, indispensability, ???, brevity, reliability

Note: By definition identifier can be one or more than one attributes, if the identifier is one attribute then that attribute must be unique, and is thus a unique-identifier. When multiple attributes are used, they are referred to as identifying-attribute.
Source: ITU-T X.1252

attribute: A named quality or characteristic that is claimed to be inherent in or ascribed to someone or something.

===================================
CHAT [including notes from the chat from today’s meeting as there was good and valuable contributions on chat]
from Kaliya to Everyone:
A unique indexing value in a context
from Bev Corwin to Everyone:
Need to name and identify the system and relationships?
from Kaliya to Everyone:
yep perhaps
from Colin_NZ to Everyone:
Look at Note 2 below: So ISO 24760 says..identity information (3.2.4) that unambiguously distinguishes one entity (3.1.1) from another
one in a given domain (3.2.3)
NOTE 1 An identifier may be suitable for use outside the domain.
NOTE 2 An identifier may be an attribute with an assigned value.
NOTE 3 An identifier may be the one or more attributes that determine if an identity passes or fails specific criteria.
EXAMPLE A name of a club with a club-membership number, a health insurance card number together with a
name of the insurance company, an email address, or a Universal Unique Identifier (UUID) can all
be used as identifiers. In a voter’s register, the combination of attributes name, address and
date of birth are sufficient to unambiguously distinguish a voter.
from Bev Corwin to Everyone:
Perhaps should have stated "need to identify the systems, and relationships"?
from Sal D'Agostino to Everyone:
can we consider Colin
from Eric Krum to Everyone:
As defined in RFC 4949.  A data object-often, a printable, non-blank character string- that definitively represents a specific identity of a system entity, distinguishing that identity from all others.
from Jim Fenton to Everyone:
The text I was referring to is available at http://epic.org/privacy/hew1973report/c7.htm
from Colin_NZ to Everyone:
The middle ground might be the 2nd part of the 24760 Note2: [an identifier' may be].. an attribute with an assigned value.
from Kaliya to Everyone:
please see my post - http://www.identitywoman.net/core-concepts-in-identity
from Kaliya to Everyone:
identifier in the generic sense is - "the girl in the corner with brown hair"  its different then identifier in a modern bureaucratic system and is again different from that type of identifier that can be authenticated against. 
from Kaliya to Everyone:
I distinguish between "attributes" Attributes are things about a person (or an entity).
They include personal details like birthday, age, gender, residence, place of work, income, preferences and habits, credentials from educational institutions, record of employment.
between claims that can include claims - Claims can include identifiers (both authenticatable end-points, identifiers that are not end-points / not resolvable) and attributes.
from Bev Corwin to Everyone:
Need to have flexible paradigms
from Bev Corwin to Everyone:
FYI: You are describing translational dynamic systems.
from Bev Corwin to Everyone:
The terms are translational, so you will need to accommodate with flexible structures.
from Judith Fleenor to Everyone:
I'm hearing conflict in trying to define this based on what identifiers "should be" vs. what some systems currently "are using"...   So are we trying to inbue a value of what and identifier should be....as stated in Jim's reading ... or looking at what is used out there in the world today and trying to define that... this is where I see some of the conflict in this discussion.
from Bev Corwin to Everyone:
Yes, Judith, the terms need to be somewhat referential to their various paradigms.
from Bev Corwin to Everyone:
Isn't the Constitution over 10 yrs. old? LOL!?
from Bev Corwin to Everyone:
You are mixing up a "mapping" analysis stage with a "design" visioning stage and combining them when they should be separate processes. :-)
from Eric Krum to Everyone:
identifier: data used to uniquely distinguish an entity in context.
Cyberspace Identifier: Unique indexing value to an entity in context within a system.
from Judith Fleenor to Everyone:
Bev, this is a challenge I've seen in various process through-out the IDESG.
from Bev Corwin to Everyone:
Context matters. Nice!
from Judith Fleenor to Everyone:
Nice Eric!
from Bev Corwin to Everyone:
Yes, Judith, agreed.
from Judith Fleenor to Everyone:
Though I might change the world Cyberspace, to "computer-system"
from Bev Corwin to Everyone:
Virtual space?
from Kaliya to Everyone:
I don't think that identifier is an attribute - I think attributes are things about a person and generic and chosen identifiers (name) sure
from Mark Wallace to Everyone:
System identifier vice cyberspace identifier?
from Kaliya to Everyone:
but then there are identifiers that are assigned to me and to the credentials that hold information about my attributes (Birth certificate serial number) 
from Mark Wallace to Everyone:
"System identifier: Unique indexing value to an entity in context with a system.
from Kaliya to Everyone:
then there are identifiers in systems that point at me with a unique indexing value 

from Kaliya to Everyone:
Unique indexing value that points to an identity in context? 
from Mark Wallace to Everyone:
(Just for clarity; my suggestion for system identifier was in the context of Mr. Krum's definition; I think that "system identifier" is clearer and more accurate than "cyberspace identifier")
from Kaliya to Everyone:
attributes presented as parts of a claimed identity sounds like identity proofing
from Judith Fleenor (privately):
Adam, can you add me to the tax ad hoc group mailing list.  I couldn't find it on the IDESG website, and I don't need to be on the entire SSC mailing list or Sec. mailing list.  Just the Taxonomy list.
from Sal D'Agostino to Everyone:
I think that was pretty close
from Mark Wallace to Everyone:
Credentials recapitulate and collapse the identity proofing process; they are intrinsically similar.
from Sal D'Agostino to Everyone:
Kaliya's last Unique indexing value that points to an identity in context? might be worth discussing
from Mark Wallace to Everyone:
But credentials permit the claimant to "hide" selected elements of the proofing process. 
from Mark Wallace to Everyone:
Fred (?), once I complete the identity proofing process to establish that I am a member of the group "Survivors of sexual abuse", I can present a credential that demonstrates (to the LOA of the CSP Proofing) that I am a member of the group, BUT conceals all other attributes of my identity.

It was suggested by a participant (did not record who made this suggestion)I believe) to do the following: 
· If you have an objection or input to a definition please always suggest a change to address your concern.

Adam asked if there were any suggestions on how to proceed.  Ran out of time to discuss this in detail.

Meeting ended without resolution to any terms.
