XACML October 18, 2001 Conference Call

Tel: 512-225-3050 Access Code: 65998

Time: 10:00 AM EDT

Minutes of Meeting

Summary

There was some discussion of the next Face to Face. It was decided this could be discussed on the list and members should send in their preferences. Suggested locations included Las Vegas and Cambridge and the weeks of 11/26 and 12/3 as dates. A lot of discussion on the Policy Model and how to generate it took place. It was suggested we need to settle on this quickly to proceed. A subcommittee is meeting weekly and Pierangela was nominated as the chair. Representation was decided should be folded into Policy Model subcommittee and that a model in English and logical expressions would be created first and then an XML representation.

Joe Pato volunteered to lead the Security and Privacy subcommittee and collect issues and concerns on the use of XACML. Ken Yagen volunteered to maintain the issues list. Decided the protocol group can hold off until policy model is defined. Tim will coordinate the next draft of the glossary. Current use cases and requirements were decided as sufficient for now and they can evolve as new issues come up. Hal will work on an updated proposed schedule for the committee.

Action Items

1. Send F2F location and date preferences and hosting offers to list by 10/24

2. Hal to create a poll to decide F2F location/dates

3. Coordinating editor is possibly needed since Ernesto’s membership has lapsed

4. Joe Pato to collect security issues and concerns

5. Ken Yagen to construct issues list document

6. Hal to put together an updated proposed schedule for XACML

7. Tim Moses to put together the next draft of the glossary

8. Policy Model Subcommittee to work on a first draft of the model

Votes

Minutes from 9/20/01 approved.

Accept last version of requirements and use cases as official work done by the committee.

Raw Minutes (from Simon)

Agenda

10:00-10:05 Appointment of temporary secretary

10:05-10:10 Roll Call

10:10-10:15 Agenda Review

10:15-10:20 Vote to accept minutes of September 20 meeting (last official meeting)

10:20-10:30 Straw poll on F2F

10:30-10:40 Report of Policy Model Committee

10:40-10:50 Call for volunteers for XACML leadership roles

10:50-11:00 Discussion of Schedule and Milestones

Simon Godik appointed temporary secretary to take minutes

Roll Call

Simon Godik, CrossLogix

Ken Yagen, CrossLogix

Hal Lockhart, Entegrity

Fred Moses, Entitlenet

Tim Moses, Entrust

Don Flinn, Hitachi

Joe Pato, HP

Jason Rouault, HP

Michiharu Kudoh, IBM

Bill Parducci, Self

Suresh Damodaran, Sterling Commerce

11 Voting Members present, quorum reached

Membership Changes – Jeff Hodges and Ernesto Damiani have dropped to observer status

Last meeting was not an official meeting because of quorum, so no minutes to approve


Agenda Review

Hal: US goes off daylight savings time soon so calls will shift for those outside of US.

Accept Minutes

Motion to accept minutes from last official meeting (9/20/01)

The idea is to settle quickly on the policy model (PM)

Tim: 2 policy models: CIM model and decision model. Agree on what issues should be captured.

Jeff championed CIM model. Much more aligned with the languages.

Currently we do not have a view of what should be expressed in the PM.

Hal: Policies are used within the framework domain model. 

PM draft is forthcoming

Original list of subcommittees had a representation subcommittee. 

We should consider representation as a same task.

Tim: Representation subcomm should be separate. Same interested people.

Hal: F2F debate. Bill suggested Las Vegas because it is cheap.

Tim: Flight availability is minimal from Canada.

Hal: Plurality on the west coast

Tim: We should hold meetings in proportion to the number of participants from each region.

Hal: Defer it to the list. How are we going to make progress? It’s been difficult. We need people to lead subcommittees.

Security and Privacy

We have PM subcomm. We need issues list maintained. 

Intellectual property area, representation issue, 

General discussion how to create a model.

Tim: Peripheral things: PIP, PRP, specification should not be mute on the subject, but not normative.

Hal: In SAML, PHB is writing guidelines for implementers. PIP, PRP should go to domain model.

Tim: PIP on ldap. Informative scheme for ldap is good to have.

Hal: Has DMTS done work on PM representation? Submit free-stranding proposals.

Tim: Encourage to submit early draft and complete it if approved.

Hal: How do we create PM? In English? Or XML to capture?

Bill: Value in 2-phase approach.

Hal: Representation is least weighted activity

Tim: CIM is RFC 3060 (Policy Core Information Model). Jeff sent comments on 3060 drawbacks.

Hal: I’d like to see a set of references. Summarize what general. Is there a page at document repository with 3 US patents (/docs/docs.html)

Look for document repository in the XACML page.

Some of the references are pretty vague.

Security and Privacy: Collect issues and concerns of the use of XACML.

Joe: I’ll take it. (Security and Privacy subcommittee)

Hal: Let’s get a little further along with PM. Coordinating editor is Ernesto. His membership is lapsing.

We had a use case committee. Proposal was to leave most of it as is. Take a second look later.

Protocol subgroup can hold off until the PM is defined.

Ken Yagen volunteered to maintain issues list.

Hal: We can use SAML as a model.

Hal: Schedule for milestones

Tim: Are we done with glossary issue? I’ll do a first draft. We should have a current representation. Draft 1 will be useful

Hal: Modifications to SAML definitions

Hal: Original milestones are out of date. Policy Model definition.

Tim: We’ll know what it is when we have it.

Tim: PM Scope

Hal: This is first deliverable.

Hal: Bibliography glossary. These things just accumulate.

Original schedule had model examples. This is consistent with non-normative text.

Glossary milestone?

Hal: First draft out soon.

Tim: We did have glossary on June 29th
Hal: We can declare that use case and requirements have been generated.

Tim: I do not think we can declare them done and put them on a web page. If Michiharu puts them on the web, we declare them complete?

Hal: Motion. Last version of reqs and use cases accepted as an official work done by the committee?

Requirements posted by Carlisle on the 21st. What is the state of requirements?

Bill: I can repost use cases to Michiharu.

Michiharu: I think I put a link to use cases in the repository.

Hal: I see individual use case submissions.

Michiharu: I will post it to the page.

Hal: Any other thoughts or milestones?

I’ll work on proposed schedule

Bill: Next F2F?

Hal: I assume to take it to the list.

Bill: Last week of Nov, first week of December

Hal: We need to make progress before Carlisle returns

Bill: Post dates for F2F by next Wednesday (24th)

Hal: If people will send their preferences, I will create a poll

Ken: Sponsors?

Joe: I will sponsor meeting in Cambridge any time.

Motion to end meeting

