2021-Nov-30 CTAB Public Minutes

CTAB Call Tuesday November 30, 2021

Attending
® David Bantz, University of Alaska (chair)
® Pal Axelsson, SUNET
® Ercan Elibol, Florida Polytechnic University
® Jon Miner, University of Wisc - Madison
® Andy Morgan, Oregon State University
® John Pfeifer, University of Maryland
® Dave Robinson, Grinnell College in lowa, InCommon Steering Rep, ex-officio
® Chris Whalen, Research Data and Communication Technologies
® Jule Ziegler, Leibniz Supercomputing Centre
® Tom Barton, Internet2, ex-officio
® Kevin Morooney, Internet2
® Ann West, Internet2
® Albert Wu, Internet2

Regrets

Brett Bieber, University of Nebraska (vice chair)

Rachana Ananthakrishnan, Globus, University of Chicago

Richard Frovarp, North Dakota State

Eric Goodman, UCOP - InCommon TAC Representative to CTAB (Arrived late)
Robert Zybeck, Portland Community College

Meshna Koren, Elsevier

Johnny Lasker, Internet2

Emily Eisbruch, Internet2

Intellectual Property reminder

Reference

Blog on Baseline Expectations 2 , Nov 16, 2021, by David Bantz
Baseline Expectations Wiki

Discussion

SIRTFI Exercise Working Group

There have been 11 responses to the Call for participation - some InCommon Ops folks will also join
A doodle poll will be sent for the first meeting of the SIRTFI Exercise Working Group

CTAB Election Results and election of chair and co-chair

Rachana Ananthakrishnan (Globus, University of Chicago) was re-elected to another term on CTAB
© Rachana may be elected to another InCommon advisory committee and this would impact her willingness to serve on CTAB
New CTAB members: Sarah Borland, U Nebraska and Rick Wagner, UCSD, were elected new CTAB members

Albert has send out solicitation of interest for CTAB members to serve as chair and co-chair,
© Note first email from Albert did not have correct roster, please respond to the corrected email from Albert
Confirm Chair ballot by 11/29; send ballot 11/29; vote by 12/1
Send vice chair ballot 12/1; vote by 12/3
Ready 2022 slate for Steering Approval on 12/6

Baseline Expectations v2 Docket - assignment of outreach responsibilities to US-based CTAB members

© Albert has marked on the wiki page those organizations that have responded to the acknowledgement form, either stating that they will
meet BEv2 by the deadline or that have requested an extension

So far we have received 8 responses to the acknowledgement form, but 8 out of 140 is not an impressive ratio

Albert plans to reach out to the commercial Service Providers not meeting Baseline Expectations v2

We hope that CTAB members will sign up to reach out to the other organizations

Albert will create a google sheet to make it simple for CTAB members to sign up to reach out to an organization (as was the process for
BEv1) (DONE)

© There will be a random assignment of any organizations on the google sheet, that are not yet assigned, to US-based CTAB members

© Please use comments to indicate if you have reached out to an organization and they have responded

O O O O


https://internet2.edu/community/about-us/policies/internet2-intellectual-property-policy/
https://incommon.org/news/the-time-to-meet-incommon-baseline-expectations-2-requirements-is-fast-approaching/
https://spaces.at.internet2.edu/display/be/
https://docs.google.com/document/d/162csdWNyz2__tpw64VprlWjEdHKla0OnVL2Vm53S6Uo/edit

[e]

140+ organizations not meeting BE2 for all entities

® Looking ahead, there is a suggestion that we may need a 3rd category in between “BEv2 complaint” and “Dispute Resolution”

[e]

Next CTAB Call:

Note: grade of A in SSL Labs testing is not required in the baseline expectations

= grade of A is suggested in the implementation guidance
A 3rd category in between “BEv2 complaint” and “Dispute Resolution” could be helpful for an organization that needs to provide a
remediation plan

Emphasize that we are not trying to “kick out” anybody from the InCommon Federation
What's needed will depend on how many organizations are not meeting baseline expectations v2 in 2022
We need to decide how to proceed equitably when entities do not receive an SSL Labs grade of A
= ask them, "can you achieve SSL Labs test grade of A, or do you have a remediation plan, or do you have some other plan?"
Organizations that aren’t working with us/ trying to meet SSL labs grade of A are the ones we are most concerned about.

Tuesday, Dec. 14, 2021


https://spaces.at.internet2.edu/display/TI/TI.137.1
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