XACML September 20, 2001 Conference Call

Summary

The meeting focused on the open chair position and a recap and followup to items from the Face to Face meeting. Karl Best from Oasis was present and discussed the duties of the chair. Joe added comments on being a co-chair of SAML. It was decided that we would have co-chairs and Hal, Carlisle, Ken, and Ernesto were nominated. Nominations still continue until Friday and acceptance must be posted by Monday. In discussing the face to face, the glossary, requirements, policy model, and timeframe for submitting a specification were the main issues. Joe has arranged a glossary committee meeting for next Friday (28th). Carlisle will be submitting a draft requirements document to the list. Timeframe discussions suggested March 1 but was left as an open action item, and Pierangela will be setting up a policy model subcommittee.


Action Items

1. Ken will contact TREX about XML Schema Use (Courtesy Message)

2. Bill will clean up the raw minutes from the F2F and prepare formal minutes. 

3. Ken to send formal minutes format to Bill

4. Simon volunteered to take minutes and roll call at next meeting while Ken is on vacation. Ken will send him the membership spreadsheet.

5. Ken will contact Authentify and reserve additional meeting times

6. Ken will send an updated list of voting members to Karl and also to Michaharu (website maintainer)

7. Joe to post URL for SAML glossary to list

8. Members should review the SAML glossary and nominations for glossary terms need to be submitted before the glossary meeting next Friday (28th)

9. Carlisle will complete a draft of the requirements based on his work and the discussion at the face to face and send out by Friday (21st) to the list

10. The scope of the requirements – what’s in or out needs to be discussed at the next meeting

11. We have an open action item then to decide on a schedule and intermediate milestones.

12. Pierangela and Simon will set up a Policy Model subcommittee and get it going before the next teleconference

Votes

No formal votes were taken. An informal vote was made to have co-chairs and a voting process was defined. Agreed that each voting member would have two votes and the top two vote getters would be elected as co-chairs.

Raw Minutes

Agenda

10:00 - 10:05 Roll call
10:05 - 10:10 Agenda review
10:10 - 10:15 Open action items
10:15 - 10:30 Discussion of Open Chair Position
10:30 - 10:45 Recap of Face to Face and identification of Action Items
10:45 - 11:00 Requirements and Policy Model Subcommittee deliverables

10:05 Roll Call

14 voting members present, quorum reached

Simon Godik Crosslogix

Ken Yagen Crosslogix

Hal Lockhart Entegrity

Fred Moses Entitlenet

Carlisle Adams Entrust

Alex Berson Entrust

Don Flinn Hitachi

Joe Pato HP

Jason Rouault HP

Christopher McLaren Netegrity

Bill Parducci Self

Suresh Damodaran Sterling Commerce

Pierangela Samarati University of Milan

Thomas Hardjono Verisign

10:10 Agenda Review

No objections

10:11 Open Action Items

Ken will contact TREX about XML Schema Use (Courtesy Message)

Bill will clean up the raw minutes from the F2F and prepare formal minutes. Hal offered to help clarify his notes.

Ken to send formal minutes format to Bill

Simon volunteered to take minutes and roll call at next meeting while Ken is on vacation

Ken will contact Authentify and reserve additional meeting times

Discussion regarding meeting time opened up. Meeting is 4PM in Europe, 10PM in Japan, 10AM on East Coast and 7AM on West Coast so it is difficult to coordinate a different time.

10:15 Discussion of Open Chair

Karl Best mentioned the need for a motivational speaker to encourage nominiations. The TC is in a precarious position without a chair. The chair must take responsibility to set up meetings, coordinate agenda and make sure things happen that should. Lots can be delegated – secretary, editor, etc.

Pierangela – what are requirements – Ernesto is individual member so can he be chair?

Karl – yes he can. List of duties of chair under TC Guidelines on website

Does co-chairs work well? Joe answered: Joe and Jeff have side conversations on regular basis. Both have intervals of time when wouldn’t be able to devote enough attention. Jeff has been primary contact for many items but both get mailings. Joe would recommend having co-chairs if no single individual.

Nominations for co-chairs

Hal nominated himself

Pierangela nominated Ernesto 

Carlisle nominated himself

Ken nominated himself

Discussion on voting process: Agreed that each voting member would have two votes and the top two vote getters would be elected as co-chairs. This is the process SAML followed as well.

Ken will send an updated list of voting members to Karl and also to Michaharu (website maintainer)

Each nominee must confirm acceptance on email list by end of day Monday

Ken noted that if elected, he is gone until 8th of October so not able to assist in coordinating or running next conference call

10:30 Face to Face Recap and Action Items

Glossary

Bill recapped his concern that we have not finished the glossary and spent a lot of time in f2f discussing definitions. The glossary was not referenced at the F2F and loose terminology was used at the F2F.

Jeff and Joe are the glossary editors

Hal mentioned defining the glossary was a painful but very helpful step in SAML. Other sources besides SAML glossary were mentioned, like RFC 2828 and Handbook of information security management. The problem exists in the industry that you can find lots of literature to support alternate definitions and the first SAML glossary actually had multiple definitions for many terms which was confusing. XACML should definitely be trying to align with SAML and build on their terms by adding those additional ones necessary for defining a policy model.

Joe scheduled a glossary committee meeting for next Friday (28th) at 10AM to discuss the glossary. Based on the discussion, Hal, Carlisle, Bill and Simon seem interested in contributing but others are encouraged as well to attend. Before the meeting, “nominated” terms for the glossary should be posted to the mailing list and the URL with the SAML glossary should be consulted.

Requirements

Carlisle will complete a draft of the requirements based on his work and the discussion at the face to face and send out by Friday (21st) to the list. We can discuss it on the list for the next 1 ½ weeks and then discuss what is in or out of scope at the next teleconference.

Recap of F2F

Hal – first day use case walkthrough and clarified a lot. Few cases people asked to provide additional details. Walked through requirements and noted and understood but did not decide on scope. Discussed policy model a little and went through what elements that need to be present using submission as a starting point. Process stopped and didn’t finish. Pierangela edited her slides as they discussed. Only went through one slide at the meeting of the five total. 

Can Pierangela submit her slides to the list?

We don’t have a process to decide what requirements are in our out of scope. One aspect is timeframe. There was a suggested that we look at the proposed requirements as a group and decide on a particular timeframe for the specification to help define the scope. The overall objective would be to create the richest possible model in that timeframe. The December 1 submission date is too optimistic and March 1 may be a stretch. Suresh thinks we need to restrict ourselves and focus on getting something out. We have an open action item then to decide on a schedule and intermediate milestones.

Discussion on the overlap with XRPM and whether it duplicates much of our work. Several TC members are on both committees and we should work with XRPM to make sure we complement each other and do not duplicate.

Pierangela will set up a Policy Model subcommittee and try to arrange a meeting soon. Simon agreed to help her. Pierangela will also post her slides to the list from the F2F.

Suresh asked if people could put XACML in their email titles posted to the list. It would be helpful to him to get to reading them quicker.

