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	Commentator’s name and contacts
	Nicole Harris.  nicole.harris@jiscadvance.ac.uk, +44 (0)20 3006 6040.

	In which role you have provided the comments
	On behalf of JISC and the UK federation.


	Line(s)
	Comment (justification for change)
	Proposed change by the commentator
	Resolution by the eduGAIN policy subtask

	95
	Whilst ’home organisation’ does have an explicit use within the data protection profile, the 6 instances in which it is used within this document would make no material difference if ’IdP’ was referred to instead. Adds complexity without reason.  
	Remove ‘home organisation’ as a definition and use IdP throughout.
	

	101
	Not all federations are run and organised by NRENs.  
	Change the goal of eduGAIN to include federations NOT run by NRENs.
	

	149
	Creates an unncessarily bureaucratic third level that is costly and unsustainable.  
	Allow the OT to submit proposal to NREN PC directly, not through TSG.
	

	143
	Good practise for any contractual arrangement
	Introduce some timelines around how long it will take an application to be processed.
	

	157 - 159
	Adds no additional meaning or necessary context to the process.  
	Remove lines.
	

	190
	Clarity required.  
	‘the Policy’ does this mean to actually refer to the Data Protection Profile rather than a policy?  Needs reference.  
	

	191 - 194
	There is absolutely nothing to be gained by suggesting there may be branding at the eduGain level and this will put off participants despite the suggestion that this is only 

’SHOULD’
	Remove section.
	

	200 - 201
	Clarity sought
	How are federations expected to achieve this when identity policies are tied to Identity Providers, not the federation?  This would require explicit changes to the UK federation policy. 
	

	339 -341


	The particular values mandated for the validity interval are problematic for the UK federation, because at present we'd either have to pay people overtime to meet those constraints during holiday periods, or deploy on-line systems with knowledge of our signing keys.  Mandating values for the validity interval is regarded as over-profiling by eduGAIN. 
	Maintain the statement but without specified values.  
	

	346 - 348
	The use of ‘MAY’ with regard to the cacheDuration attribute is not required as this is already part of the base specification. Any required constraint on the cacheDuration interval should it be present would be again regarded as over-profiling, as eduGAIN systems would in any case be at liberty to apply their own refresh rules.
	Remove all reference to cacheDuration.  
	

	357 - 358
	The UK federation does not believe that administrative contact addresses should be published due to problems with spam.  We currently insist on ‘real person’ addresses for the administrative contact to ensure response times and it is deemed inappropriate to publish such data. 
	Remove requirement for inclusion of the administrative contact.  Administration is between the home federation and the member in question, and should not be necessary for interfederation communication and issue resolution.  
	

	359 - 362
	The spamming implications of publication of technical and support contacts should be seriously considered.  Role rather than real person contact addresses should be encouraged. 
	Justify requirement for the publication of these contacts within the eduGAIN context.  What purpose does publication serve?
	

	363 - 369
	This references an experimental specification and it is inappropriate to include as a mandated element at this stage.
	Propose that should eduGAIN require this information, the service should undertake the process of marking registration origin itself rather than passing the burden to participating federations. 
	

	385
	This is the only point where a SAML 2.0 spec is insisted upon.  If this could be made SAML version agnostic, it would allow a greater number of entities to participate in eduGAIN.
	Make this statement SAML version agnostic
	

	386 - 387
	It is inappropriate for eduGAIN to be enforcing minimum key lengths.  This again places a burden of change on federations and entities with no perceptible benefits.
	Change this statement to SHOULD rather than MUST.
	

	394 – 401
	This references an experimental specification and it is inappropriate to include as a mandated element at this stage.
	Remove requirement.
	

	427 - 434
	These elements are NOT part of a metadata profile, and should be included elsewhere within the policy / constitution documentation.
	Remove. 
	


